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A Continuation of Philippi a Limborch Commentarius in Aila Apo- 
ftolorum &F in Epiftolas ad Romanos & Hebreos, i.e. A Com- 
mentary upon the Aéts of the Apoftles, and the Epiftles to the 
Romans and Hebrews, by Philip de Limborch. Printed at Rotter- 


dam, 1711. in Folo, p. 766. 


Comments, for which he refers to Grotizs and others ; 

yet he makes a Remark of this Nature upon Ads xiii. 48. 
where tis faid, That as mauy as were ordain’d (tretayysva) to eter- 
nal Life believ'd.. Thofe who believe abfolute Predettination ap- 
ply this Paffage to prove, that none can believe but fuch whom 
God hath ordain'd or pre-ordain’d to eternal Life. The Remon- 
{trants are not of Opinion that the Perfons there meant are fuch 
as are predeftinated to Salvation, The Apoftles having left the 
Fews, becaufe of their Unbelief, and turning to the Gentiles, ’tis 
faid, That the latter were glad, and glorified the Word of the Lord, 
and that as many as were ordained to eternal Life behewd, It by | 
the left Words we mean the Eleét by an abfolute Decree, this Ke- tt 
mark of St. Luke, fays he, would have been to no purpofe, fince of 
the Fews who continu’d hard-hearted had likewife rejected the 
Gofpel, becaufe they were not ordain dio eternal Life. In the 


{ame manner thofe of the Genti/es who were not predettinated 
Ge¢ 2 according 


T HO our Author does not trouble himfelf with any critical 
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according to this Idea, could not believe ; and thofe of the ¢ew* 
who were predeftinated had believ’d. Neither was there any 
more caufe.to abandon the Fews than there was to quit the Gen- 
rilesto return to them again, becaufe nothing is done but what 
is an inevitable Confequence of an eternal Decree of God. 
Forafmuch as it is not faid by whom thofe among the Gentiles 
who believ’d were ordain’d or difpos’d to eternal Lite, the Queftion 
remains, whether we muft underftand it as by Themfelves, or by 
God’s Decrees. Our Author thinks it meant of fuch who by their Ap- 
plication to Virrce, as far as their Knowledge was able to guide 
them, were happily difpofed to receive the Gofpel, and deter- 
mined themfelves in favour of it. To this ’tis obje€ted, that the 
Participle 7:rayuevs is of the paflive Voice, and by, confequence 
that we muft underitand the Divine Decree. He anfwers, 1. That 
the Compounds of the Verb taoyw, and in particular UTroTdasw, 
have very often a reciprocal. SigniGcation in the paflive Voice , 
that is to fay, that rgoraoseD ar fignifies not to be brought 
under Subje€tion by another, but to fubmit ones felf, ashe fhews 
by feveral Examples. 2. That *tis very ufual in the New Tefta- 
ment to ufe all forts of paffive Verbs in the fame Senfe, as he 
fhews by a great many Paffages.. 3. That Pagan Authors obferv’d 
the fame Cuftom as to paflive Participles, of which he gives the 
following Inftances. Thus P/uterch, fays he in the Life of Pom- 
pey, as Budeus remarks, made ufe of the Expreflion ré)aJueros 
ais b¢Suui'ctsy to denote a Perfon who had no Rule but his own 
Defires. There is alfo a Paffage in Xenophon about the Education 
of Cyrus, where ug’ gaur$y reJayp§wor is ranged by themfelves, 
Juft fo the Gentiles were difpofed of-themfelves to receive the 
Gofpel by the affiftance of that Gracé which God gave them be- 
fore-hand. : 
Forafmuch as the Fews were not difpofed of themfelves to re- 
ceive the Gofpel, either becaufe of their old Prejudices, or the 
Jealoufy there was between them and the Geatiles, they re- 
jeted the Gofpel. On the other hand, the Gentiles, who were 
not fo prejudic’d or envious, receiv’d it, at leaft thofe who were 
difpofed to eternal Life. Such were thofe who by the general 
Grace of God, or by the Knowledge of the Law (for there were 
fome Profelytes among ’em) were Followers of Piety and Virtue, 
or whofe love of Honefty was not extinguifh’d, nor their Paffions 
very much enflamed ; Perfons who do not fin fo much out of al 
ice 
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fice as Ignorance. People of this fort are very well difpofed to 
receive the Gofpel when it is preach’d. The fews of Berez men- 
tion’d in Chap. xix. were in fuch a Difpofition, fince it is faid of 
‘em, That they were more noble (or bad their Mind more rais'd) 
than thofe of Theffalonica, in that they recerv'd the Word with al! 
readinefs of Mind. : 

Mr. Limborch’s Commentary upon the Romans is in the fame 
Method, only he has join’d a Paraphrafe to his Commentary, be- 
caufe he thinks the Conne€tion of the Apoftle’s Reafoning is many 
times obfcure, The Defign of the Epiftle in general is to teach, 
that all Men have deferv’d Condemnation ; the Gentz/es for vio- 
lating the Law of Nature, and the Yews for not having better ob- 
ferv’d that of Mofes. Theretore all of them ftood in need of the 
Mercy of God, which was not to be obtain’d but by Faith in Jefus 
Chrift, whom God fent into the World not only for the fake of 
the Fews, but alfo for the fake of the Gentiles. This the Apoftle 
keeps continually in his view, and anfwers all Obje€tions made 
againtt it, Thofe who meddle with the Controverfies in this Epiftle 
which divide Chriftians againft one another, obfcure it, fays our 
Author, when they endeavour to explain it. But if they kept the 
Apottle’s principal Defign always in view, moft of thofe Difficul. 
ties would vanifh. °Tis eafy to underftand, fays he, what the A- 
poftle means by Faith, the Works of the Law, to juflify, and to be 
accounted for Righteoufnefs, and fuch other Expreflions on which 


the underftanding of this Epiftle depends. — 
It mutt be own’d, however, fays M. Limborch, that in the Par- 


ticulars there are many Difficulties which feem to proceed from 
the Apoftle’s own natural Genius, He was very well vers’d in the 
Law and the Prophets. He had been favour’d with many great 
Revelations, and had particular [nftru€tions. As he feems to have 
been of a zealous and warm Temper, feveral things muft of ne- 
ceffity have. offer’d themfelves together to his Thoughts, and 
he would fo exprefS them by his Pen. From hence proceeded his 
broken Style, his Hyperboles, his Arguments, of which he expref- 
fes only one half, and his frequent Parenthefes. Sometimes 
as he is treating of his Subje&t one Thought begets another, and 
he paffes to a Subjeét that had relation to what preceded. Some- 
times. he prevents an Objetion which he does not exprefs ; and 
after having confuted it, returns to his Subje€t, Sometimes he 
begins a Comparifon, without adding what it relates to , or if he 


does, "tis fo obf{cure that it is difficult to be underftood. He fre- 
quently 
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quently changes the Perfors he fpeaks of, and dire€ts what he fays - 
to others whom he does not name, Sometimes he propofes an 
Obieétion to refolve it, but in fo intricate a manner, that “tis not 
ealy to difcern whether it be himfelf or another that f{peaks. 
There are places where he reprefents in his own Perfon what does 
not relate to him, efpecially when the matter in hand is a little 
odious, and that he has a mind to fpare thofe he deals with ; fo 
that a very clofe Attention is requird in thofe who would read this 
Epiftle with Underftanding. — 

After our Author has thus given his Judgment of Se. Paw/’s Style 
and Method, he comes to an Analyfis upon the Epiftle, of part of 
which we fhall give a fhort Abftraet. 

St, Paw/, he fays, does three things in the two firft Chapters. 
Firft, he eftablifhes the Do€trine of Juftification, not by the 
Works of the Law, but by Faith in Jefus Chrift. This he does 
from the 17th Verfe of the 1ft Chapter to the end of the sth. 
Secondly, he confutes the Obje&tion of the ews, who al- 
ledge, that this Do&trine introduced Licentioufnefs. In this 
he takes up the 6th, 7th, and 8th Chapters. In the third place 
he confutes another Obje€tion of the Fews, which was, that the 
Chriftian Do€trine deftroy’d the Covenant which God made with 
Abrabam , and in this he fpends the 9th, roth, and 11th Chap- 


ters. 
1. After the beginning of this Epiftle to the Romans, St. Paul 


fets down the principal Subje€&t which he undertook to treat of, 
viz, That the Gofpel was the Inftrument which Almighty Power 
made ufe of ro fave firft the ews and afterwards the Gentiles, 
Chap. 1.16. where he adds, Ver, 17, the manner how the Gofpel 
doth it, viz. By revealing the Righteoufnefs of God from Faith 
to Faith, or by fhewing Men that they may be juftified by Faith 
in Chrift, to the end that the Fews and Pagans believing in him, 
may alfo obtain Juftification. In order to explain his Do&trine, 
he fhews the neceffity of Juftification, of which he treats as far as 
to the 3d Chapter, Ver. 21. and from thence to the end of the ath 
Chapter he fhews the Methods how to obtain it; after which he 
further explains the fame Subje& in the 5th Chapter, 

2. St. Paul having eftabliff’d this Doétrine, proceeds to anfwer 
the Objeétion of the Fews, that if Grace abounds there where Sin 
has much more abounded, it follows, that there’s a neceflity of a 
total indulgence of Sin, that Grace may abound ftill more. Sr. 
Pasi fhews in the 6th Chapter, that the Grace of God in the Gof- 


pel 
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pel obliges thofe who receive it to a greater Holinef&. And hav- 
ing faid in the r4th Verfe of this Chapter, That Chriftians are not 
under the Law, he explains it more at large in the 7th Chapter, 
and fhews, that the Law only ferv’d to work Concupifcence inftead 
of curing it, tho ’tis not init felf the caufe of Sin. Upon this 
Occafion he fers forth the melincholy Condition of an unrege- 
nerate Man under the Legal Oeconomy, and reprefents it in hfs 
own Perfon for fear of offending the Fews. Afterwards he thanks 
Chrift for delivering him out of it, Ver.24. In the 8th Chapver, 
he defcribes on the other hand the State of a regenerate Chriftian, 
which he fets off with—all its Advantages, in order to confirm 
+ ae in the Faith, and to invite the Fews to that noble Prin- 
ciple. 

3. They made another Obje€tion againft the Gofpel, viz. That 
it tollows from the Apoftle’s Do€trine that the Fews being God’s 
People, who fought their Juttification and Salvation in the obfer- 
vance of the Law, were difappointed of both, and were no longer 
to be look’d upon as the People of God. This Obje€tion is nor 
clearly propofed indeed, but “tis plain that St. Pau/ fuppofes ie 
throughout the 9th Chapter, and owns it in the beginning. The 
Fews obje&ted likewife, that it follow’d from hence that God vio- 
lated the Govenant which he had made with Abrabam, St. Paul 
proves the contrary, becaufe the Promifes of this Covenant only 
regard the {piritual Seed of the Patriarch, or the Imitator of his 
Faith. Thus the Divine Contra&t did not relate to [/pmael or Efau, 
tho they were as much the Sons of Abrabam as Ifaac and Facob : 
So that to be barely defcended from the Loins of Abraham, was 
not a fufficient Plea toa Share in the Contra&t which God made 
with him and his Pofterity. 

From the 14th Verfe of Chapter ix. St. Pau/ clears God’s Con- 
duct on this occafion from all manner of Unrighteoufnefs, and 
fays, That be bath Mercy on whom he will have Mercy, and whom 
be will be pardonetb. 

Here he introduces an obftinate Few arguing, That if God was 
pleas’d to harden his People, (or abandon them to their own Wil- 
fulnefs) he cannot find fault, becaufe none can refift his Will, St. 
Paul rejc&s this Objetion with Indignation, and fhews, that God 
has a Right to abandon fome whom he has endured with much 
long-fuftcring ; and to call others to his Knowledge, who have not 
in the leaft deferv’d it. He infers from the whole, that the Gea- 
tiles who follow'd not after Righteoufnef{s attained to the Taeeesy : 
nefs 
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nefs of Faith , and that the Fews which foMourd after the Law of 
Righteoufnefs did not attain to it, and were not juftified, Ver.3 1, 32. 
The reafon is, becaufe the Fews did not feek it by the Method 
which God had appointed, viz. by Faith in Fefus Chriff, which 
they reje€ted. From whence it appears, that what God had fore- 
told by his Prophets was notin vain, namely, That the Redeemer 
which he would fend to his People fhould be as a Stumbling-ftone and 
a Rock Ze Offence ; but that whofoever beheved on him fhould be 
faved, Ver. 33. 

In the roth Chapter, St. Paw/ fhews more at large what was 
the reafon of the Fews Rejeftion, to whom’ otherwite he expreflés 
a great deal of Friendihip. He owns, that they had Zeal, but 
fuch as was not according to Knowledge, becaufe they did 
not feek the Righteoufnefs which is in Chrift Jefus, who is the 
end of the Law, fays he, for Righteoufne{s to every one that be- 
ievetb, On this occafion he fhews, that *tis more eafy to be juf- 
tified by the Gofpel than by the Law; and that this Juftification 
is offer’d to the Gentiles as well as to the Jews, And tothe end 
that the latter might know that the Gofpel was to be preach’d to 
the Gentiles, he obferves, that they could not call upon God without 
believing in bim, and that they could not believe in him of whom 
they bad not beard, and that they could not bear without a Preacher. 
Befides, the Fews could not think it ftrange, becaufe God had 
foretold by his Prophets, that he would abandon them, and call 
the Gentiles to his Knowledge. 

In the 11th Chapter St. Paa/ feems to raife a Difficulty, whe- 
ther God has caft off his People ?- He fhews, that God has not 
caft away thofe among the Zews who receiv’d his Calling, tho 
they are but a Remnant ; and they being receiv’d according to the 
Ele&tion of Grace, he infers, that "tis no more of Works. He 
fhews, that the Fews were harden’d not to receive it, and applies 
fome Words of the Prophets tothem: Then he asks himfelf, Have 
the Jews fo {tumbled that they fhould fall? He anfwers, No; 
and that through their Fall Salvation is come to the Geatiles by 
the Gofpel; and from hence he endeavours to provoke the Fews to 
Jealoufy, in order to engage them to receive it in like manner, 
which would be alfo advantageous to the Gentiles. 
~~ But left the latter fhould think the Salvation of the Fews at an 

‘end, and that they themfelves fucceeded in their room, St. Paz 
tells them, That God had not forgot the Covenant which he made 
with the F/raesites, and compares them to an Olive-Free, ne 
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which the Gentiles were oniy giaiced, By this he. gives them td 
underftand, that the [ruciit-s Gi. not owe their being God’s Peo- 
ple tothe Gertiles, dui tiat.on cae’ contrary the Gentiles were’ be- 
come God’s People by uniting with the Fews converted to Chri 
tianity. 2 , +p ail ; 

He alfo reprefents to them, that tho the Jews were at thit 
time cait off by God, it was caly becaufe of theis Unbelief and 
thac if the Gentiles were araficd in their place, it was only for their 
Faith, from whence he inters, iuac if the ceafed Gentiles to belieyé 
ana obey the Gofpel, they allo who weie but as- Branches grifzed 
fhould be cut off; and that if the Fews on the contraty” retura’d 
from their Unbelief, they fhould he receiv’d agaia into the Num- 
ber of God’s People. From hence alfo he takes occafion to reveal 
a Myltery, that the Jews were only blind<d for a time, namely, 
till the Fullnefs of the Gexriles be come in; and that then they 
alfo. fhould b2 converted ; becaufe tho Gad look’d upon ’em thea 
as his Enemics,. by reafon of their Unbelicf which the Faith of 
the Gentiles render’d {till more odious, yet he fhould always con- 
fider them as the Pofteiity of thofe whom he had formerly ho- 
nour’d with his Covenant, for the Gifts of God ‘are witbout Repen- 
tance.. Fosafmuch as the Génslles obtaia’d Mercy through the 
Fews Unbelief,. even fo, fays the “Apoftle, God’ had fome Mercy 
on the latter. His, Delign, fays he, was to conclude both Fews 
and Gentiles for fome time in Unbelief, that he might have Mer- 
cy upon all. .Forafmuch as there is fomewhat furprizing in every 
part. of the. Divine Condy& for which we cannot account, the 
Apoftle crys out thereupon, and gives hit the Glory, without pe- 
netrating into his. Views, os so | | 

Thus we have abridg’d the Contents of the Two fi: C ipters 
of the Epiftle to the Romans, wherein it appears thay our Author 
has rot troubled himfelf in the leaft with the modern Controver- 
fics, which at prefent divide’Chriftians. Bar the Readet will be 
better fatistied, by: petufing his Commentary ; where, ys M. Le 
Clerc, he has examin‘d every thing in particular, and clearly folv’d 
all the - Difficulties we meet. with in St. Pauls Method of Ex- 
psgMhon..:.+ , e977 oti F . yh 
. LTT... We proceed ,.now..to.the Epiftle to the Hebrews, where 
M. Limborch begins his Prolegomena, with’ thé famous Qucftioa, 
Who. was the, Author of that Epiftla --He. gives the Reafons of 
thofe who believe it to bé St. Paz/, ind the Anfwérs of fuch who 


are of accontrary Opinion. Then he lays down the Reafons of 
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thofe who think that fome other Perfon, and not S.Paz/, compos'd 
that Epiftle, with the Anfwers to them: So that ’tis an Account 
of what is faid on all Sides upon this Subje€t. Our Author believes 
that this Epiftle was not wrote by St. Pax/, but by fome who ac- 
companied him in his Travels, and wrote it with his Confent,. 
and conformable to his Doétrine. Some have afcrib’d it to St. 
Evke, others to St. Clement, and others to St. Barnabas ; but we 
cannot be certain as to the true Author. 

Having thus briefly abridg’d the Epiftle to the Romans, we fhall 
give the like Extract of that to the Hebrews. The general 
Defign of the Author of this Epiftle, is to exhort the believing 
Fews to Conftancy, becaufe the fear of Perfecution render’d them 
timerous in the publick Profeflion of the Gofpel, and in fre- 
quenting the Chriftian Affemblies. For this purpofe he confutes, 
all the Pleas that they made ufe of in excufe of their Condué&. 
They were drawn chiefly from the Excellence of the Mofaic Law, 
which they could profefs without fear of Perfecution. For this 
end, they extoll’d, 1. The Honour and Excellency of the Pro- 
phets, by whom God fpoke to their ‘Anceftors’ 2. The Dignity 
of the Angels, by whom he gave the Law, and whofe Miniftry 
he made ufe of on feveral Occafions in favour of his People. 
3. The Dignity of Mofes, who was the Mediator of the old Co- 
venant. 4. The Dignity of the Priefthood which God had efta- 
blifh’d under the Law for the Expiation of Sins. 5. The glori- 
ous manner in which the Law was publifh’d and confirm’d by Mi- 
racles, and the happy State to which the Hews were call'd by that 
Law. | 

In anfwer to ail this the Author fhews, that the Gofpel was 
more excellent than the Law in all thefe refpefts, becaufe Chrift 
the Mediator of the New Covenant was more excellent than all 
the Prophets or Angels, in his Prophetick, Kingly and Prieftly 
Offices, and defcribes the Nature and~Excellency of the latter ar 
large, by comparing it with the Levitica? Priefthood, which can- 
not be equall’d withit. © Pies Chi 

He fhews us alfo, that all the Types of the Old’ Teftament had 
their Accomplifhment under the New. He treats of thofe Subjetts 
rsd ;. and. from. thence draws fome Exhortations to Con- 

ancy. : | 

This. Epiftle may be divided into Four Parts, according to the- 


‘difference of the Subjets it contains, 
u.. The 
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1. The firft ts contain’d in the firft and fecond Chapters, where 
our Author {hews that the Son of God is infinitely more excellent 
than the Prophets and Angels, as appears particularly in the firft 
Chapter, and from thence he gives Exhortations in the fecond to 
Perfeverance. 

2. The fecond Part extends from the beginning of the 3d Chap. 
ter to the 14th Verfe of the 4th, Where firft our Author fhews 
how our Lord is more excellent than Mofes, as in the fix firlt Ver- 
fes of the 3d Chapter, and from thence draws an Exhortation to 
Conftancy in the Faith, which is the Condition upon which Happi- 
nefS is promis’d us, whereas Difobedience is feverely punifh’d, as 
he proves by the Example of the rebellious I/rze/ites, to the end 
of the Chapter, and in the next, where he makes feveral Keflecti- 
ons upon the Rebellions of the antient Fews. 

3. The third Part is the longeft, and reaches from the 14th 
Verfe of the 4th Chapter to the 17th of the 12th ; where the Au- 
thor is about to digrefS from the Prophetical and Legal Offices of 
Chrift to his Priefthood. He takes occafion by the way to exhort 
the Hebrews to Conftancy, to which that Office of Chrift invited 
"em, Ver. 14. and fortifies them againft the Affliftions to whick 
they were expofed in the Profeflion of Chriftianity,by the Example 
of Jefus Chrift, and the Promife of his Prote&tion, which fhould 
embolden them to approach the Throne of Grace with Confidence, 
Ver. 16. 

Afterwards the Apoftle begins in the 5th Chapter to treat of 
Prie{thood in general, and to fhew that Jefus had every thing re- 
quifite in a Sacrifice, Ver. 1. and fo on to the 10th; to which he 
adds in the following Verfes fome Reproaches of Ignorance and 
Dallnefs. 

In the 6th Chapter he makes the believing Hebrews Attentive, 
and confirms them, by fetting before their Eyes thofe Divine Pu- 
nifhments:to which Apoftates are expofed, and the Promifes God 
tras made to thofe who perfevere, 

In the 7th and following Chapters, as far as the 1oth, and the 
roth Verfes, the facred Penman treats of Chrift’s Prieftood, and 
{hews, that it was infinitely more excellent than the Levitical 
Priefthood, whether confider’d in it felf, or in its Effeéts; from 
whence he infers, that the Priefthood of the Law ought to be abc- 
lifh’d, and the Fewifh Sacrifices abandon’d, that Recourfe might 
be had to Jefus Chrift. Upon this Occafion, he refers to the 


Pricfthood of Me/chifedec, which. he fhews was fuperior to that 
Ddda2 of 
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of Aaron, and the Image of thar of Jefus Chrift, which he com- 
pares at length with the. Levitical Priefthood, where it appears 
how vattly the former furpafs’dithe latter. od ¢y 
. The facred Author haying! laid down this,, makes a brief Re- 
capitulation of what he fays in the roth Chapter, 19, 20, 21 Ver- 
{es. and comes to a very {trong and vigorous. Exhortation to Per. 
feverance, Faith and Conftancy, in thofe Adverfities which God 
fends us only for our Good. | srg gtere ) 

4. And laftly, the holy Penman comes to -the 4th Part of his 
Epilile at the 12th Chapter cand 18th Verfe, where he begins ro 
fhew the difference between the Law and the Gofpel. He thews, 
that the Law was given ina terrible manner, and that the Promifes 
of it are not fo excellent as thofe of the Gofpel; from whence he 
likewife infers this Confequence, That Men ought to adhete 
firmly and inviolably to the latrer, unlefs they would expofe them. 
{elves to great Punifhments and Sufferings. 

In the 13th Chapter, he recommends feveral Chriftian Virtues, 
fuch as are more eminently ufeful in the Times of Perfecution, (as 
that was then,) than at any orher Seafon, namely, Hofpitality, 
Charity to thofe that are in Bonds, Contentment of Mind, relying 
upon the Promifes which God has made ‘not:to forfake the Faith. 
ful, the regard that is due to thofe who have preach’d the Gofpel, 
and fign’d the Truth of it with their Blood, (%c. We need nor in- 
fift upon the reft, in which there is no Difficulty, but only add a 
little touching the Perfon and Priefilhood of Méed/chi/edec taken from 
M. Limborch’s Commentary upon the 7th Chapter. 

Tis faid in the 3d Verfe that Melchifedec was without Father, 
without Mother, and without Defcent; which is commonly under- 
{tood as if the holy Author only meant that the Scriptures make 
no mention of Melchifedec’s Father, Mother, or Kindred, the better 
to reprefent Chrift. But M. Limborch believes that this mult be un- 
der{tood only of his Sacerdotal Extra€tion. The Author of the Epi- 
{tle to the Hebrews proves that Chrift’s Priefthood is more excel- 
lent than that of the Family of Aaron, by that Paffage inthe roth 
Pfalm, where tis faid that the Meffich would be a Prieft for ever 
after the Order of Melchifedec. He fhews that twas requir’d un- 
der the Law that the Prieft fhould not only be of the Tribe of 
bevi, but of the Family of Aaron. Befides, he was to be born of 
an I/raelitifp Woman, who by marrying with a Prieft, became one 
of Aaron’s Family. 
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Ie was not neceflary for her to have been marry’d, but a Virgins 
for if fhe was a Widow, or put away from her Husband, or Pro- 
poane, it was not lawful for the Pricit to marry ber, as ir appears 
by the Levitical Law, Levzt. xxi. 14. For which reafon the Priefts 
carefully preferv’d their Gencalogics, without which they could nct 
exercife the Pricfthood, as we are inform’, in Kfiras 11.62. Ace 
cording to Al. Limborch, the Sacred Author means here, that Ale/- 
chifedec was without a Pricit to his Father, without a Mother, 
fuch as was requir’d in the Wile of a Prictt under the Law, and 
without a Prieftly Genealogy. And forasmuch as our Lord was 
not of the Pricftly Race, as “tis faid afterwards, and that the Fews 
might for that reafon ohje&, that ke could not be a Prieft: the 
Holy Author fhews, that he was neverthelefs conformable co the 
Predi€tion in Pfa/,cx. according to the Order of Ale/chifedec, tho 
there were not the like Rules. 

The only Difficulty lies in the faying, that Melchifed-c has nets 
thar Beginning of Diys, nor End of Life, but M4. Limborch under- 
ftands this with refpeétco that pare of the Lite of the Levitcs, 
confecrated to the Service of the Tabernacle or Temple, vis, {rom 
the Age ot Thirty to Fifty Years, In which Senfe, if one may be 
allow’d the Expreflion, fuct: Perfons may be fiid to have a Begin- 
ning and an End of a Minifterial Life. Bvttdes the High Prictts 
had a Beginning and End of their Lives, with refpe€& to the Fune- 
tions of the Chief Priefthood, which they never undertovk tiil the 

eath of their Predeceflors, and never laid down till thcir own 
Deaths. But it was not fo with Me/chifedec, who had no Limits 
fet to the Funétions of his Priefthood, and who had nvither Prede- 
ceffors nor Succeffiurs : So that he may be faid to buve xo Beginning 
nor End of bis Days asa Prictt. 

As to the Words, Being made like unto the Soa of God abideth 2 
Prief? continually, our Author underftands them to be meant only 
of Melchifedec, as compar'd with the Son of God, and according 
to the oniy Place where the Comparifon is mention’d, zz. in 
Pfalm cx. where tis faid, be w @ Prieft fer ever. Forafmuch zs 
the Son of God had neither Predeceffors nor Succeffors in his Pricti 
hood, fo neither had Me/chifedec. The Son of God abideth 
Prieft continually, 7¢. fo long as the Nature of his Pricf{thood per- 
mits him to fubfift, or while there are Men in the World thar fine 
in ne2d of Reconciliation with God, or till the End of Time. ‘so 
Melchifedec was a Prieft as long as the Condition cf bis Kingdom 
permitted him, or while there were any that fery'd ihe true God, 
nd 
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and he had noSucceffor. The Words perpetually and for ever ate 


of the fame Signification, Exod. xxi. 6. Ferem. v.22. 

What Contirv@&ion foever is put upon this Paffage, fays M, Le 
Clerc, all muft agree, that the Expreflions of the Author of this 
Epiitle relating to Melchifedec are very extraordinary, and cannot 
be taken in the {tri€teft Senfe.. For if we fuppofe, according to 
the common Notion, that every Argument of the Sacred Authors 
is founded upon the Silence of Mo/es ; it feems ftrange, that only 
his faying nothing of Medcbifedec’s Father, Mother, Birth or Death, 
fhould give Occafion to the Author of this Epiftle, to fay, that he 
was without Father, without Mother, and without Defcent: that 
he had xeither Beginning of Days, M? End of Life: that the o- 
ther Prietts dies but that this was he of whom it zw witneffed that 
be liveth. But tho we were to follow M. Limborch’s Explication, 
the Expreffions of the Sacred Author would feem no lefs. extraor- 
dinary, and a Thing of the greatelt Clearnefs would be always ex- 
prefs very obfcurely : befides what is faid, that he had neither 
Predeceflor nor Succeffor in the Funétion of Prieft, is founded 
upon the bare Silence of Mofes, without any other Proof. 

Our Author obferves, that ’tis plain by two Reafons, that Me/- 
chifedec was greater than Abraham, and by confequence than his 
Potterity. 1. Becaufe Abrabam paid Tythes to him, as the J/- 
raelites did afterwards to their Brethren the Levites ; tho he was 
of a different Race from that of Abrabam, 2. Becavufe he blefs’d 
him who had the Promifes; and without all Contradi€tion, the 
Leffer is blefled by the Greater. This Excellency, or Greatnefs, 
muft be underftood with relation to the Spiritual Dignity with 
which God invefted Me/chifedec. He whom God fent had a Degree 

» of Excellence beyond him to whom he was fenr. 

i On the 8b Verfe, M. Limborch obferves, that where *tis faid, 
Thofe who recerv'd Tythes among the Mraelites dy’d: it fignifies, 
that by their Death they lefe their Places to others; and that the 

. Addition, This is the Man of whom jt 1s witneffed that be liveth, 
#js as much as to fay, that there where mention is made of the 
Eternal Pric{thood of Me/chifedec, t.e. in Pfalm cx. he is confider’d 
as living ; for he could not be faid to be a Prieft for ever, unlefs 
Eternal Life be imputed to him in the fame Senfe, ashe isa Prieit 
for ever, Tho the Pfalmift’s Expreffion. does not fignify a real 
Eternity, *tis fufficient that it is fuch as is reprefented, in order to 
be the Type of the Everlafting Priefthood of Jefus Chrift. 
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It follows, Aad as] may fo fzy, Levi allo, who recerveth Tythes, 


aid Tythcs to Abraham: For be was yet iz the Loin: of bis Father 
when Melchi‘edce met bim. The Eftate of a Father bclorging to 
his Childicn by Inheritance, when sibrabim pzid Tythes to Med. 
chifedec, it may be faid in fome Senfe, that the Levites alfo paid 
Tythes hecaufe their Patrimony was fo much diminifh’d: And as 
the Levites were not yet born, and exifted only in the Promife, ir 
may be faid, that they exifted in Ajsabam, and made one and the 
fame Perfon with him: So that in a figurative Senfe it may be aifo 
faid, that they paid what Abraham paid. 

But this Method of Expreffion cannot be extended to all the 
A€tions of Fathers, as if <~ thing they did might be appropria- 
ted to their Children ; for a'Fatrimony is one thing, and the Perfo- 
nal Condu&t of Parents, fuch as their good and bad Aétions,is anc- 
ther. They may indeed diminifh the Wealth of their Children, by 
diminifhing their own, which ought to go by Inheritance to tneir 
Pofterity ; but their good and bad Aétions neither augment nor 
diminifh the Virtues and Vices of eeeir Children ; for which reafon 
God gave a Prohibition in his Law, to punifh the Children for the 
Sins of their Fathers, 

{t may indeed happen, that the Children are made unhappy by 
the Punifhments inflifted on their Fathers; for Inftance, a rich 
Man lofes his Eftate for fome Crime, and leaves his Children poor ; 
whereas he would have left them rich, if he had not loft his Ef- 
tate by his Folly. But tho this Poverty be a Punifhment to the 
Father, “tis only the Misfortune of the Children, and not their 
Punifhment, becaufe they are the Children of a poor Father. So 
that if a Father fhould devour his Eftate by Intemperance and 
Luxury, and make his Children poor, they are never the more 
intemperate and luxurious, nor are they punifh’d for their Father's 
cial tho they don’t enjoy the Eftate which their Father : 
loft. 

This being granted, our Author infers, that fome Divines draw 
a wrong Confequence from the Words here us’d by the Sacred Au- 
thor, who argue, that we might all have finn’d in Adam, tho we 
were not in being when Adam finn’d; becaufe, fay they, we were. 
in the Loins of Adam, in the fame Senfe as the Levites were in . 
thofe of Abraham in the Timeof Melchifedec. For Sins are A€tions 
merely perfonal, and only to be imputed to thofe who commit 
them. Thus Adam’s Sin is not ours, nor is Adam's Punifhment. for - 
it ours ina proper fenfe; but we only fuffer the Confequences. cf 

that.. 
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that Punifhment, which are devolv’d by Birth upon all Adsm’s 
Pofterity. 

This Paffige concerning Melchifedec, fays M. Le Clerc, may 
feryve as a Proof to a very weighty Rule in Criticks, uss. that ’tis 
many times enough, that the Expreffions of the beft Authors be 
true in fome Refpeéts or Senfes, without need of confining them 
entirely to their natural Meaning: Such are the Expreffions, wirh- 
out Father, without Mother, without Defcent, without Beginning of 
Days or End of Life, a Prieft for ever, and of whom it is witnefe'd 
shat be liveth. Thofe who keep too much to the Letter imagine, 
that Me/chifedec was not a Mortah.Man, but the Son of God 
himfelf under a Humane Form. Pigge Cuneus was formerly of 
this Opinion, in h’s Tra&t of The Republick of the Jews, Lib. il. 
Chap. If. and others have maintain’d the fame fince; but they 
ought to examine before-hand, if the fame thing, whether they 
read it in Mofes, or confider it upon what the Author of the Epittle 
to the Hebrews fays thereupon, has any Probabiliry. What Likeli- 
hood or Appearance is there tiwt Humane Nature was aflum’d by 
the Son of God for no other purpofe, than to give Abraham fome 
Refrefhment when he came back laden with the Spoils of the 
E.fiera Kings, to receive a Tenth of “em, and afterwards to blefs 
him? How can the Apottle believe Me/chifedec to be the Son of 
God, and yet make a Type of him? Why does he not fay exprefly, 
That it was not a Man, but the Son of God, who had thus made 
a Trial of his Pricfthood? °Tis true indeed, that by reading the 
bare Narrative of Afo/es, no Man can imagine, that Meé/chifedec, 
King of Salem, wasa Type of Chrift, but tis plain, that there 
was an allegorical Explanation upon it in the Time. of the Apoftles, . 
by which the Fewi/h Doktors own'd, that Me/chifedec was a Type 
of the JWegiab. © Our Sacred Author argues here on the fame 
Principles, and. after their ufual manner in order to bring them 
ever to Chrift. °Tis certain however, that Perfons who would 
not admit of the ews way'of Arguing, ror ofthe Authority of 
the Author. of »the Epiftle'ro the Hebrews. Such-as were fome of 
the unbelieving Fees of old, and others of the prefent Age, could 
fot be touch’d ‘by this Argument, drawn from the Hiftory of Ae/. 
chifedetss 2 whe ikem 8 n | 
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LEtat Prefent de Empire, i. ¢. The Prefent State of the Empire, 
with its Origine, Eftablifhment, Progrefs and Revolutions, the 
Rights of the Emperor, the King of the Romans, the Elec- 
tors, and other States which compofe it; together with the 
manner of fummoning and holding their Diets ; the Ceremonies 
at the Ele€tion and Coronation of the Emperor ; and in general 
every thing that relates to the Form of the German Government. 
With critical Remarks on, feveral important Paflages in M. 
Heiffes Hiftory, The whole @ktra&ted from the antient Conftiru- 
tions of the Empire, the Golden Bull, and from the beft Authors, 
who have treated of this Subje&. By the Abbot deVayrac. Printed 
at Paris 1711. in 12° 360 Pages. 


pam fo many Pieces were never publifh’d in one Age, upon 
the Conftitutions of the Empire, as fince the Death of Fofeph 
of Aufiria the late Emperor. It was undoubtedly belicv’d that 
the publick Curiofity being reviv’d by frefh Accidents, would not 
be dormant in this Affair; and that the neceflity a of new Eleétion 
which kept all Minds at a Bent, made this a fit Opportunity to put - 
lifh what Hiftorians have wrote touching the Right of the Ele€tors, 
and the whole Germanick Body. Thus Bookfellers for their own 
Intereft immediately put forth new Editions of the feveral Trea- 
tifes which relate to the Subjeét and Authors who delight to mix 
their own Remarks with thofe of others, have on this occafion 
form’d feveral Political Schemes, according to their Ideas of the 

Peoples Tafte. | 
But M, de Vayrac having a long time ftudied the publick Laws 
of Germany, and made feveral Journeys for his better Information, 
{eems. in good Earneft to explain them without Prejudice. He de- 
clares in his Preface, that he will avoid Two Extremities equally 
blane-worthy : The one is, of giving the Emperor too Defpotick 
an Authority, by a blind Devotion, to the Interefts of the Houfe 
of Auftria: The other is, of confining his Authority within too 
narrow Limits out of Prejudice. Heoppofes the Opinion of M., 
Heifs upon feveral important Fatts, but ftill with all the Juftice 
due to that Hiftorian. And he is fo far from difluading his Reader 
from the perufal of that Book, that he aflures him on the contrary 
it contains feveral important Kemarks upon the Families of Ger- 
Eee many 
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many, which are not to be met with in any other French Work, 
But the beft Books have their Faults; and the World is fo much 
the more obliged to thofe who take the Pains to difcover them, 
becaufe the Reputation of fome Authors influences the Readers 
many times in their Favour right or wrong. 

M. de Vayrac divides his Work into Twelve Chapters. The firft 
fhews the Eftablifhment, Revolutions, and the Form of Govern- 
ment of the Empire, The fecond endeavours to prove that the 
Empire is not a Monarchy, but a Republick, of which the Emperor 
is only Adminiftrator. The third particularly determines the Em- 
peror’s Power, and that of the States of the Empire. The fourth 
gives an Account of the King of ti® Romans. The fifth difcovers 
the Origin of the Ele€toral College. The fixth the Rights and 
Privileges of the Ele€tors. The feventh treats of the College of 
other Princes. The eighth of the Imperial Towns, The ninth 
of the Diets of the Empire, and the manner of fummoning and 
holding them. The tenth of the Circles. The eleventh of the 
Tribunals of Juftice, with the Golden Bull at the end of it, ar 
full Length. The twelfth and laft contains the feveral Formali- 
ties obferv’d at the Emperor’s Ele&tion and Coronation. Thefe 
different Chapters open fuch a vaft Field of Difcourfe, as has al- 
seady fill’d large Volumes. But M. de Vayrac has undetaken to 
comprize it in a {mall Tra€t, without leaving out any thing ma- 
teria. 

We have treated fo often of the Government of the Empire, 
in giving Accounts of other Books on the fame Subje&, that it is 
needlefs to take notice of every Particular in this under Confidera- 
sion, but think our felves obliged to fay, That where it treats of 
fuch Fa&s as are well known, becaufe of the Nature of the Sub- 
je, "tis graced with a peculiar Exa€tnefS and Clearnefs, fit for the 
Author. But that which particularly diftinguifhes this Treatife 
from others of the fame kind, is Mr, de Vayrac’s Critics on feveral 
Paffages contain’d in M. Hei/s’s Hiftory of the Empire. We have 
felefted a few of *em as follows, in order to fubmit them tothe 
Judgment of the Learned. 

Firft he obferves, that M. Hez/s gives the Emperor an abfolute 
and independant Authority, fuch as is annex’d to Monarchies, and 
neverthelefs owns, that a Power which is not exercis’d arbitrarily 
at the Will and Pieafure of a fingle Perfon, is not a Monarchical 
Power. From whence he infers, that the Emperor alone not ha- 
ving a Power to difpofe of every thing in the Empire at his own 
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pleafure, but ftanding in need of the Concurrence of the States, 
he has not the Characters of Royalty, but that the Sovereign Au- 
thority is lodg’d in the Body of the Empire, of which the Empe- 
ror isonly Adminiftrator and Steward. In favour of this Opinion 
he quotes feveral Paffages out of Hyppolitus de Ja Pierre, who 
fays exprefly, that the Emperor, tho the Chief of the Empire, 
has nothing Monarchical, and that his Power is no more abfoluce 
than that of the Doge of Venice. 

Hiftorians are not agreed about the Time when the Succeff irs of 
the Emperors firft took the Title of King of the Romans, Wicfert 
pretends that it was not till the Reign of Frederick Babaroffi, and 
M. Heifs fixes itin the Time of Otho}. but M. de Voyrac adheres 
to the former Opinion, and oppofes the latter, which he afferts to 
be -falfe, and endeavours to prove his Affertion trom the very 
Words of M. Hez/s himfelf, who {peaking of the King of the Ro 
mans, fays, ‘““ That Title began in the Time of Orho i. when the 
Princes were made to believe by a new Trick of Devotion, in- 
“6 vented by the Priefts, that the Dignity of Emperor could b> 
“ given by none but the Pope. For which reafon Osho not daring 
“ to give the Title of Emperor to his Son when he crown’d him, 
* save him that of K. of the Romans. Now if this Title, fays our Av- 
chor,was known in the time of Osho I. why does M.fez/s fiy nothing 
of it in the Life of that Emperor? Was not that the molt naturai 
place for fo important a Remark? Why does he fay elfewhere, 
{peaking of Henry III. “* That the faid Emperor having recom- 
“ mended his Son Henry, then about Five Years old, to Pope 
“ Vidor I]. and to a great number of Ecclefiaftick and Secular 
‘© Princes, they receiv’d him in Quality of King of the Romans, 
« and his future Succeffor in the Empire; and this was the Origin 
“ of the Cuftom which has been obferv’d fince of giving the Ti- 
“ tle of King of the Rowans to that Prince, whom the States of 
“ the Empire defign for Succeflor to the Imperial Crown.” 

M. de Vayrac infers trom thefe Two Paflages, that M. Hez/s 
places the origin of the Title of King of the Romans differently 
in one and the fame Traét, that thereby he vifibly contradicts him- 
felf, and that therefore his Opinion in that refpect is of no 
weight. 

Authors have been as much puzzled in queft of the origin of 
the Ele€toral Colleze, ds to find out the Rife of the Tide cf 
King of the Romans. Many are of opinion, that the Fle&t rs 
were reduced to the number of Seven by the Popes ; others pre- 
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tend that the Ele€toral College was formed in the Reign of Ovho, 
@nd that he fix’d their Number ; but M. Hei/s is of opinion that 
4frer the Death of Lotharius II. the Princes of the Empire being 
4f-mbled at Coblentz for the Election of an Emperor, they named 
” out of their Number, to whom they might devolve the Power of 
deliberating on the Choice of the Perfon they thought moft capa- 
ble to govern the Empire. He adds, that the Princes who were 
named voluntarily for that end, did afterwards turn their Poffet- 
fion intoa kind of Right or Privilege,and gave themfelves the Title 
of Ele€tors in all Interregnums ; that under this College they made 
themfelves Arbitrators of the Government, and that they named 
their own Head Rodo/pbus 1. and the Emperors his Succeffors. 

As to M, Hei/s’s Opinion upon this point of Hiftory, M. de Vay- 
vac might oppofe it, 1. By the Teftimony of Otho Bifhop of Fvi- 
fingen, who in his 2d Book of the Life of Frederick I. fays pofi- 
tively, that that Emperor was chofe by the Confent of all the 
Princes of the Empire. 2. By the Report of Ur/perg in his Chro- 
nicle, which fays, That Fifty-two Princes affifted at the Ele&ion 
of Henry VI. 3. By the Authority of Henry Stero, Henry Wii- 
herme, Onupbrius of Pawvin, Rodolpbus of Sablonetea, Dithmar, 
Robert Abbot of Mans, Matthew Paris, Fobn the Monk, Gerold, 
Arnauld Abbot of Lubec, Albert of Strasburg, Simon Sehardius, 
Conrard of Lichteneau, Vifcher, aad feveral other Hiftorians, Ca- 
ronifts and Lawyers. But our Author, far from having recourfe 
to Foreigners, encounters M. Hei/s with his own Weapons, and 
fets him in oppofition againft himfelf. 

If we may believe M. Hei/s, the Ele€tors have been fix’d to 
Seven ever fince the Death of Lotbarius I]. neverthelefs he owns 
that at the Eleftion of Frederick I. the Princes of the Empire af- 
fembled at Frankfort, He pretends that the 7 Ele€tors chofe only 
Henry V1. Otho \V, and Frederick If. but declares neverthelefs in 
exprefs Terms, that the Archbifhops of Triers and Cologm, the 
Bithops of Paderborn and Miden, Henry Count Palatine of the 
Rbine, Hermant the Landgrave of Thuringen, the Dukes of Bra- 
bani, the Count da’ Ausberg, &c. chofe Qrho in the room of Ber- 
thold Duke of Zezingen, who refusd the Imperial Dignity. He 
adds alfo, thai the Archbifhops of Memtz, Magdebourg, and Be- 
fancon, the Bifhops of Muzfter, Ratishon, Erieifingen, Augsbourg, 
Conflance, Efchat, Worms, Spiers, Brixen, and Hedeleim, and fe- 
veral other Ecclefiattick and Secular Princes, confirmed the Elec- 
tion of Krederichk I, - 











for Nobember, 291:: 40s 


M. Heifs alfo makes Nine Eleftors to be prefent at the Eleftion 
of Lewis V. viz. Peter Archbifhop of Mentz, Baudoin Archbifhop 
of Tryers, Henry Archbifhop of Cologne, Fobn King of Bohemia, 
Rodolph Count Palatine, Lewis Duke of Bavaria, Volmar Marquis 
of Brandenburg, Rodolph Duke of Upper Saxony, and Henry 
Duke of Lower Saxony. “* But, fays our Author, that which 
“ proves the Falfenefs of M. Hei/s’s Epocha beyond Contradiétion 
“ is his own Affertion, That in the Divifion which there was a- 
“© mong the Ele€tors about the Ele€tion of Charles de Luxemburg, 
© and Lewis V. while fome declar’d in favour of Charies, the 
“ other Princes and States of the Empire continued faithful to 
“ Lewis, and annulled this new Flettion; which certainly 
“ could not have happen’d if the Seven Ele€tors proceeded by 
“© themfelves to the Eleftion of Emperors, becaufe after the Elec- 
“© toral College was reduced to the Number of Seven Eleétors, 
“ the other States of the Empire had nothing to do in the Elec- 
“ tions. So that, fays our Author, fince M. He:/s fhews fo often 
* in his Firft Tome, that all the Princes of the Empire affmbled 
“ to chufe the Emperors till the Time of the Golden Bull, and 
“ at the fame time fays pofitively in his Second, That the Eleftors 
“© affum’d that Right after the Death of Orho III. it feems as if 
“ thofe two Tomes were publifh’d by two different Authors that 
“ propos’d to decry one another’s Relations.” 

M. de Vayrae propofes his own Sentiments aficrwards, which 
are, that there is no Epocha of the Number of the Ele€tors, being 
fix’d more certain than the Golden Bull; and that what is alledg’d 
of that matter relating to any Time before thar, is very doubt 
fol. His Criticks extend to feveral other points of Hiftory which 
qannot be inferted in our Extraét. 





Extrait dune Differtation Ttalienne MS, touchant 1: Papeffe Feanc 
& le Domain tempore! des Papes, i.e, An Extra&t of an Italiar 
Differtation in Manufcript touching Pope ‘Foan and the temporal 
Domain of the Popes, upon occafion of a Coin of Jobz VIII, 
communicated by Gi/bert Benvenuti to M. le Clerc. 


HE Abbot Vignoli has among the antient Coins of the Popes 
produc’d one, p, 26, with the Monogram of Lev IV. or LEV 
PAPA clearly exprefs'd on one Side, with SCS. PETRUS 
round it, and on the other Side the Monozgrain of the kmpero: 


Lotha, jice 
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Lothariws, HIRM, and round his Name HLOTHARIUS, 
according to the manaer of Writing in thofe Times. There’s a 
Silver Coin which has been. well kept, where on the Reverfe of the 
Monogram, and that Emperor’s Name, there’s the Monogram of 
a Pope whofe Name begins with the Letters FO, which are very 
plain. The Emperor’s Monogram is fo different from that which 
is to be feen in the Medals of Leo IV, that.it cannot be confoun- 
ded with this. . | 

The Author of this Differtation afferts, that fobs. VIII. 
was afterwards taken for Pope Foam, and that fuch Men of 
Paris as have prov’d that this Pape/s was a meer Fi€tion, ought 
however to have acknowledge’d Fobr'VIII. between Leo IV. and 
Bonifece Il. The. Difficulty that remains is to anfwer the Chro- 
nulogical Objc€ticns which David Blondel has made againft the 
Time given to the Poatificate of this Foba VIL. which are indeed 
very confiderable, as is plain from his French Differtation publifh’d 

_in 1649, and the Lat: one publifh’d in 1657. But M. Bevenuti 
does not infift upon this. 

He only takes Occafion largely to confute the Opinion which has 
a long time been receiv’d in the Church of Rome touching Pope 
oan. In order to maintain it, recourfe is had to a Paflage of 
Anaftafias the Bookfeller, who according to feveral Manufcripts of 
that Author makes mention of her, 

If Anaffafizs had indeed mentiond her, one would be-apt to 
depend on his Authority, becaufe he was an able Man, and liv’d: 
near that Time; but’cis faid, that what is there mention’d was 
only taken out of the Chronicle of Martinus Polonus, who died: 
about 1270, or 425 Years after the Inauguration of Benedié IIL. 
Succeflor to the pretended Foams tor indeed they are the very fam@ 
Vords with a litle variation, 

OurAuthor fhews therefore that they could not be in the Original 
Copy of Anaftafius. 1. Becaufe there is nothing in the Chronicle 
of the Popes afcrib’d to Luitprand, tho this Chronicle is. taken from 
Anaftafias, 2. Becaufe no Greek Author, of any Antiquity has 
{poke of her, as Photius and his Followers, who being incens’d 
againft the Church of Rome, would not have forgot it. 3. Be- 
caufe the Authors who liv’d after Leo iV. to the Time of dzaftz- 

fius, GO. not mention her. 4. Becaufe others who liv’d fince have 
alfo lett her out of their Hiftorys, and made Benedi# ML. imme- 
diate Succeffor to Leo IV. 


Tho 
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Tho this feems true enough, fays M. Le Clerc, Charles Annibal 
Fabrot, who publifh’d tbe neat: Edition of Avaftafius at Paris in 
1649. Ought not to have leit cut the Words which relate to this 
Matter in Pag. 199. becaufe he owns, that they are in the King’s 
Manufcript, and that they were alfo in thofe of the Palatine Li. 
brary; he might have fet them in different Charattcrs, or between 
Parenthefes. There are to be feen in Blondel’s Lutin Diflertation, 
Pag.50. 

M Benvenuti places the Rife of the Story of the Papefs in tke 
12th Century, which was the Time when Romances began in Ira/y, 
as he fhews at length: He fixes the Epocha of the Birth of 
that of the PapefS in the Time of Frederick]. 1. Becaufe the 
Italians were then extremely fond of fabulous Relations, 2. Re. 
caufe the Difagreement between the Emperors and Popes gave the 
People a Licence to feign what they had a mind to againft the See 
of Rome. 3. Becaufe the loofe Lives of the Popes made them take 
the more Liberty. 4. Becaufe Surnames were then given to Perfons 
according to their Behaviour; and that they might call Foha VIII. 
a Woman, becaufe of his effeminate Condu€t. This gave Occafion 
to ignorant Tranfcribers to add to the Chronicles, that atrer Zo 
IV. there was a Papefs, or a Woman Pope, tho Men of Learning 
did not believe it, becaufe there was no mention of her in the 
Manufcript Copies of Avaftajiws, Martin the Polander, Sizchert of 
Gemblours, and Godfrey of Viterbo, writ before 1300. But fince 
that time it feems they were generally perfuaded of the Truth of 
this Fable, wiz. That among the Heads cf the Popes, which were 
put up in the Dome of Szezza, there was one of a Woman. Ont 
Author judges, that one of the fift among Men of Parts who 
gave Credit to this Fable was Perrarchws, who, according to the 
Cuftom of the Time he liv’d in, gave out feveral others. 

The Learned are not agreed among themtelves, touching the 
Reafon why, in the Medals {truck at Rome, there are the Names 
of the Emperors with thofe of the Popes. _ Le Blanc, in his Treatit{: 
of Coins printed at Pars in 1689. thinks, that the Emperors 
themfelves caus’d thofe Medals to be ftruck at Reme; but tho the 
Emperors had great Authority in that City, yet the Romans, favs 
our Author, were not properly their Subjects, no more thon the 
Citizens of feveral other Towns in Ita/y who enjoy’d aa entire £ 
berty, and yet causd the Names of the Emperors to be ftruck up 
their Coins. The Abbots Vievwel and Fontanini, the former in p; 
antient Coins of the Popes, and the latter, in his Treatile of thy 
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Pope’s Domain as to Comacchio, believe, that the Popes themfélves 


caus’ thofe Pieces to be coin’d as Sovereigns of Rome, and added 
the Nathes of the Emperors, as Advocates and Defenders of the 


- Holy See. But our Author affirms the contrary, and thinks, that 


to render what they fay credible, they ought to have fhewn, that 
the Authority of Patrician, or Advocate, was equal to that of Em- 
peror, and that there was no Difference but in Dignity, which 
they have not prov’d by any ancient Author, and which is dire&lly 
contrary to Truth it felf: 

In the Coins {truck at Rome before Char/es. the Great was declar’d 
Emperor, his Name was not to be feen in them, tho he was a 
Patrician and Advocate of the Church of Rome: Indeed both he 
and his Father had thofe Titles, but they did not govern Italy as 
fuch, as Char/es the Great did after he was nam’d Emperor. The 
Annals of Loz/e/ have the following Words: Ordinatis deinde 
Romane urbis et Apoftolici totiufg, Italia non tantum publicis, fed 
etiam Ecclefiafticis et Privatis Rebus, nam tota byeme non altud 
fecit Imperator, mifit iterum in Beneventanam expeditionem, cum 
Pipino filio fuo, | 

Our Author undertakes afterwards to fhew, 1. That the Empe. 
rors were indeed Sovereigns of Rome as Emperors, but that they 
had no Power-there ; from whence it follows, that the Corlovingians 
did not caufe any Pieces to becoin’d there. 2. That contrary to 
the Opinion of the Abbot Fontanini, the Romans and not the Pope 
made Charles the Great Emperor, that the Pope had no other than 
a dependant Jurifdi€tion, and that at feveral Times the Romans go- 
vern’d themielves. 

Tis not likely that the Romans only gave a Title to Charles the | 
Great when they declard him Emperor: Thofe Titles are indeed 
given by Superiors to their Inferiors, but not ¢ contra. However 
the Authority of the Emperors in Rome appears from feveral dire& 
Reafons. 1. Leo Ill. defir’d Charles the Great, in 796. that he 
would come and fubdue the Romans, as is evident from the Lines 
of an Anonymous Poet, publifh’d by Boecler at Stratzburg : 


Admonuitg, pis precibus, qui mittere vellet 
Ex propriis aliguos primoribus, ac fibi plebem 
Subdere Romanam, fervandag, fadera cogens 
Hanc fider Sacratsentis promitiere magnis. 


Which 
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which isa plain Indication that the Romans were a free People. 
2. The Pope’s Defire being put in Execution, Cher/es was made 
Emperor; but he was not anointed by the Pope till he had 
een. proclaim’d by the People of Rome, as it appears by the fame 
Poet, and by the Saxon Chronology, publifh’d in 1698. by M. 
Leibasitz. 3. Tho Charles was a Patrician, his Name was not 
itamp’d upon the Coins, as it was after he was Emperor. 4. From 
that Time he took upon him the Government of all Italy, as has 
been obferv’d. 5. Before that, he only bore the Title of a Parri- 
cian of Rome, but afterwards he was nam’d Carolus Serenifimus 
Auguftis a Deo corenatus,magnus,pacificus Rome gubernans Imperium, 
as may be feen in the A&ts quoted by Father Mabi//on, in his Diplo- 
matick. 6, The Pope himfelf own’d, that he had the Aurhority 
of preceding Emperors: as the Anonymous Poet before mention’d 
witneffes in thefe Lines: 


Poft loudes igitur ditlus et fummus cundem 
Prefil adoravit ficut mos debitus olt 
Principibis fuit Gnt1QUis——mm meee 


7. Fhe Emperors preferv’d their Dominions in Rowe without Dit- 
pute, as Le Blanc has fhewn in his. Differtation. 8. The Emperors 
had a great Hand in the Ele&tion of the Popes, as he proves at 
large. 9. Their Authority appears to this Day, by the publick 
Prayers which are {aid at Rome for the Emperors. 

Signior Fontanini brings the Cuftom of fending Ambaffadors, of 
making Treaties of Peace, ef fending Succours to his Allies, &7c. 
as Proofs of the Pope’s Temporal Sovereignty ; but in anfwer to 
this, “tis urg’d, that formerly Bologne, Pifz, and Sieur: did as 
much, tho they own’d they were dependant on the Emperor. 

The Romans neverthelefs did not lofe their Liberty ty calling in 
the Kings of France to defend taem againft the Greets and Low- 
bards ; they preferv’d it as before, and continu’d under the Name 
of a Republick, after the Time of Charles the Great, as may be 
feen; for he was only acknowledg’d as Sovereign Lord, and the 
Privileges of the City of Rome remain’d ftill entire, as is thewa 
more at large in the Book. 

Signior Fontanini has obferv’d, that Pope Adriana I. faid, That 
Charles the Great gave certain Landsto the Pofftflion of the Church 
of Rome, fub intcgritate, which he explaias, as if he meant with- 
out referving any Claims. But this Expreifion only fignifizs the 
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Pofleflion of Goods in an entire Senfe, without excluding the 
Rights of Sovereigns, 

Atter having fhewn, that the Emperor has the Supreme Domain 
of Rome, but that he does not govern it: Our Author makes an 
Inquiry to whom the Government appertains, whether to the Em- 
peror, orthe People of Rome? But before he comes to that, he 
obrves, that the Gentleman who wrote in favour of the Duke of 
Modena, and Le Blanc, are both miftaken,; when they fay, that 
Rome has always yielded Subje€tion to the Emperors. Conftantine 
Porphyrogenctes fhews the contrary, Lib. I]. Them. X. de Thermat, 
Imp. where he fays, it came to pafs, that that City, after it had 
fhook off the Emperor’s Yoke, govermdit felf, idioxeatogtay ays. 
Signior Vignol places the Beginning of this Freedom in 710. 

The Romans only fubmitted to the Pope as their Chief, juft as 
the Venetians do to the Doge, and as divers ancient Republicks of 
Italy did to their Podefta. The Treaties which were then made 
between the Free-Towns, were indeed concluded in the Name of 
the Doges and Podeftas; neverthelefs the People did not lofe their 
Liberty, asis {hewn by feveral Examples. 

The Pope did not command witha full in Temporal Affairs, as 
appears-from the Manufcript G/offarys of Piero Vefcovo Urbevetano 
upon Avajtafius, compos’d Four Ages ago, and quoted by the Abbot 
Fontanim. Neverthelefs, the Quarrels of the Weftern Princes gave 
the Popes an Opportunity to make themfelves Mafters of the So- 
vercignty of Rome, and to fhake off the Yoke of the Emperors, at 
the fame time that they invaded the Privileges of the People of 
Rome. Our Author believes, that this new Government commenc’d 
in the Reign of Sergius If. ashe. proves by a Paflage of Luitprand, 
in the Life of that Pope. It encreas’d afterwards under Charles 
the Bad, who having ufurp’d the Empire from Lewss, by the 
Pope’s Afhiftance, granted him every thing he demanded. Our 
Author gives fome further Proofs of this, and concludes with an 
A& of 1153. which is to be feenat Sienna, wherein Pope Eugenius 
IV, takes in Fief of the Abbot of the Abbey of AI, Amiata, part 
of the Territory of Radicofani, with the Confent of the Principals 
at Rome, who fign’d that A&:; Our Author makes feveral various 
Remarks thereupon, which might be feen in the Differtation it felf 
were it publifh’d in Ita/ian, or in Latin, as it deferv'd, 

Finally, our Author approves the Opinion of Le Blanc, who 
fays. Pag. 90. that till the Year 1431, the People of Rome main- 
taind their Liberty againit the Popes, becanfe the Coins -* the 
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Name of the People anc Sen. 2 cf Rome down to the Time of 
Martin \V. and Exgentus\V. Tiercture we have reafon to believes 
that the moft ancient Medals, fuch as thofe menrion’d at rhe Be- 
ginning of this Extract, were {truck by the Magiltrates of Rome, 
and not by the Emperors or the Po, -s. 

It were to be wifh’d, that fame Perfon of Ability would examine 
this Matter more at large, and bring a grcatea Number of Proofs 
for the Propofitions which it contains. 





A Specimen of Papal and French Perfecution as alfo of the Faith 
and Patience of the late French Confeffors and Martyrs, exbi- 
bited in the cruel Sufferings and moft exemplary Behaviour of 
that eminent Confeffor and Martyr Mr. Lewis de Morolles, Coun- 
cellor to the French King, and Receiver of the Confignations in the 
Bailiwick of St. Meneholt 12 Champagne, from his Condemna- 
tion to the Galleys 1686, to his Death in the Dungeon 1692. 
Done newly out of French. To which is prefixed, An Account 
of the Torments which tke French Proteltants endure aboard the 
Galleys, Given by an Eye-witnefs. London, printed by S. Holt, 
and are to be fold by D. Brown at the black Swan without Temple 
Bar, R. Billingfley wader the Exchange Cornhill, and J.Downing 
near Welt-Smithfield, 1g:2. 8° Pag. 11g. befides the Epiftle, 
Preface, and Contents, and 52 of the Sufferings of the Proteftanis 
in the French Galleys. 


HE Original in French is dedicated by M. de Morolles’s Son to 
, M. Heinfius, Councellor and Penfionary of Hol/and and Weft 
Friefeland, becaufe fo many Thoufands of Refugees are fubfilted 
and fupported in the Dominions of the SrateseGeneral; where 
the Councils of that able Minifter have fo much Influence and 
Weight. 

The Reverend Publifher of this Exg/i/s Tranflation takes notice, 
that *tis univerfally acknowledg’d, that no Reading is more uftful 
than the Lives of great and good Men; and of all Lives thofe are 
moft edifying which reprefent to us the noble Confli&ts and emi. 
nent Sufferings of Confeffors and Martyrs, who are the principal 
Leaders in the Armys of the Living GOD, ftanding firm againtt all 
the Batterys of the Powers of DarknefS. He anfwers the Obiec- 
tion of fome who fay, That we need not Examples of this fort 
in thefe latter Ages, fince the Church is come under the Proteéticn 
of Chriftian Princess and therefore don’t underftand the necedlicy 
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of the modern Martyrdoms, and flightly efteem their Sufferings, 
This Prejudice he conceives to arife from too great an Inadvertenc 
both of what is predicted in Scripture and recorded in Ecclefiatti- 
cal Hiftory concerning the State of the Church in the middle and 
latter Ages. 

Tis evident from the Scripture, that its State was to be mili- 
tant, and that under the Antichriftian Domination, *twas to fuffer 
a long Oppreffion, and in fome Places an Extermination. Rev. xi.3, 
XL. 6. , 

And for Evidence from Church Hiftory, Would ovr Proteftant 
Readers perufe, with the fame Diligence, the Hiftories of the old 
Albigenfes and Waldenfes, and of their Succeffors in Piedmont and 
France, €&%c. as they ufually do the Hiftories of Popifh Writers; 
they would difcern thofe and other Prophecies verify’d to a Tittle, 
as to the Sufferings of both, under the Roman Antichrift, during 
that long Tyranny, drawing now, ’tis much to be hop’d, towards 
its final Period: And as in the primitive Perfecution, they find the 
laft, namely, that of Dicc/efian, to exceed all the former in Dura- 
tion, the Numbers of the Perfecuted, and the Variety of their 
Sufferings: So in this of the Churches of France and Piedmont, 
catry’d on by the Power and Influence of another Dioclefian, they 
will find, ase’re long will be made appear, a like Proportion with 
- refpeét to all the former, in every of thefe Particulars. — 

It was in this laft that our Noble Confeflor and Martyr, Mr. 
Marolles, thone fo glosioufly in the Chriftian Warfare, and ftood 
fo immoveable, when Thoufands fell on all Sides him, in Courts, 
Prifons, and Conferences, himfelf remaining equally unfhaken with 
either Menacies or Intreatys. *Twas in this that he bore up after. 
wards witha great and elevated Soul, both in the Gallies and Dun- 
geon, And what a long and difmal Night moft this latter, of Six 
Years Continuance, have been to any other, who had not been 
poffefs’d of fuch a clear Confcience and a joyous Mind, as God 
vouchfaf’d to him! The Cordials of Divine Comfort muft have 
been very ftrong that could fupport him under the Load of his 
Chains, and in fuch horrid Circumftances, fo long! And indeed it 
appears, thro his whole Hiftory, that as his Sufferings were un- 
common, fo his Confolations were exceeding great, 

The Reverend Editor informs us, that he has feveral other Lives 
by him of equal Lufire, which fhall likewife be publifh’d, if this 
meet with the kind Acceptance it feems to deferve: He once de- 
fign’d to have inferted them in the Mertyrology, which is already 


far 
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far advanc’d in the Prefs; but befides that, he has more Materials 
for that Hiftory than will fill the Sheets propos'd. He is induc’d 
to publifh thefe Lives feparately, that coming into more hands, they 
might convey their Edification further. 

He does not fpeak of thefe Memoirs, as encouraging us to ~~ 
up under common Affli€tions; For alas! Ci she, weno tncreaban 
other Proteftant Churches, can be fo fecure and fafe, (fo long as the 
Roman Antichrift and his Vafial of France continue in Power to 
perfecute) but that we cur felves may be fome time or other call’d 
forth to the like Atkletick Exercifes of Heroick Religion ; and this 
kind of reading would have its more immediate Ul: to this pur. 
pofe, being no lefs apt to animate us to ftrive for Victory, than the 
Hiftories of the Nobie Atchievements in fecular Wars do wonder- 
fully ftimulate Military Men to centend for Worldly Glory. 

He quotes Eufebus’s Introduction to his Hiftory of the famous 
Martyrs of Lions, the fame Country where the prefent Martyrs 
have fo glorioufly contended, and had he not a more proper Place 
for it in his Martyrology, would have prefx’d it to his Specimen, 
that we might the more eafily compare the ancient aud modern 
Perfecutions in one and the fame Country, and fée that there is no- 
thing of Difpence but of Name oniy between Rome and Gaul Pagan, 
and Rome and France <Axtichriftian, the fame Diabolical Spirit 
reigning in both. He takes notice, that our Fore-fathers of the 
Reformation had alfo the like juft Value of thefe forrs of Memoirs: 
fo that no fooner had Mr. Fox, the great Martyrologift, publifh’d 
his AGs and Monuments of our gracious Martyrs, but the Piety 
of our Anceftors had ’em chain’d in Churches for the Edification ot 
the People, who, becaufe of the Benetit they receiv’d by them. 
took them into their Honfes, and read them on Sanday-Nights to 
their Families. And this with the greateft Reafon, fince Arch-Bifhop 
Tillotfon obferves, that Catechizing, and the Hiftory of the Mar- 
o have been the two great Pillars of the Proteftant Religion, 

Serm. fol, p. 619. 

He takes notice of the great Numbers of Popith Priefts amc 
us, and of their Intrigues to overturn us: anc adds, that ’tis iy 
we are fo fafe under her Martetty’s Adminifiration , for its may fut: 
ficiently appear by this Specin en, in what a mi iferable C ondition 
we fhould have been, and fhall be, had we lately, or fhould ws 
yet fall under fo fevere a Scourge as French Popery. He 
the Care of the Parliament ot Ireland to fecure the : acts if 
there for ever from that Danger, by removing ths Popifh Pris 
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and taking effe€tual Meafures to inftru€t the mifguided People: He 
alfo takes notice of fome good Signs among uss tho fome look back 
and are longing for the Leeks and Onions of Egypt, that God will 
not deliver us up to Popery, yet offers many {trong Arguments to 
prove, that this fort of reading may fortify us againft Peftilence 
and other Calamitys that we fecm to be threaten’d with. 

He owns however,that ’tis nor fo much the Benefit of ourfelves at 
home, as of the Sufferers abroad, that he defigns by this Publication, 
that he is credibly inform’d, that befides Multitades torc’djinto Con- 
vents and Prifons, there are ftill alivein the Gallies and Dungeons 
of France little lefS than Four Hundred, who muft by many Years 
have fuffer’d a much longer Night than M.de Marolles and hisFriend 
M. Le Fevre, who liv’d Sixteen Years ina Dungeon; therefore; he 
hopes, if the Notice of thefe things could be convey’d to the 
Great Ones who are to manage the Proteftant Negotiations, it were 
a Crime to doubt, whether their Hearts would be touch’d with that 
Compaflion, as to make them exert themfelves for their Brethrens 
Enlargements out of fo long and difmal a Captivity. This we 
think enough to give an Idea of the Reverend Editor’s Preface, and 
of the Ufetulnefs of the Book. 

We come next to the Account of the Torments which the French 
Proteftants endure aboard the Galleys, by Fob Bion, fometime 
Prieft and Curate of the Parifh of Us/y in the Province of Bur- 
gundy, and Chaplain to the Superbe Galley in the Freach Service, 
prefix’d to the Book. 

Th. Author being converted by feeing the Sufferings of the French 
Proteftants on board the Galleys, and their Conftancy under them, 
he wrote this fall piece on purpofe to make them publick to the 
World, and defcribes the feveral forts of Galley-Slaves, that we 
may know what an Addition it is to the Torments of the Prote- 
ftants io be confin'd among Malefa€tors and leud profligate Villains, 
whofe ccntinual Blafphemies and Curfes have no Parallel, but a- 
mong the damr/d in Hell. : 

He obferves, that whereas other Galley-Slaves, while in Port, 
have Liberty to Keep Shops there, and to work and fell al! man- 
ner of Commodities, that they are allow’d their Wives at Mar- 
feilles, to hear from their other Friends, and receive Mony from 
them, and to go about the Town, paying a Penny tothe Iur& who 
is chain’d to them, and Five Pence to the Halherdier who guards 
them; the Proteftants are deny’d all thefe Favours: as they are the 
Liberty of retiring out of their Country, tor attempting which 
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they are put to Death, or condemn’d to the Galleys, which is a 
more cruel Punifhment, the Barbaritizs committed there exceeding 
all that can be poflibly imagin’d, or was invented by the Sreilien 
Tyrants. Our Author to prevent any Body’s thinking that he 
writes out of Prejudice, informs us, that he never receiv’d any 
Difguft in the Service ; but on the contrary, was rewarded by the 
French King for his Services, in 1704. anc has the Certificate of 
his Flag-Officer and Captain to teltify his good Behaviour, He 
was very induftrious to reclaim the Proreftants on board, ftom 
what he then thought their Errors, till he was himfelf converted by 
their Arguments and Sufferings. 

In order to explain the latter, he give us the Defcription of a 
Galley, in fubftance as follows: ’Tis a long fat Veffzl, with one 
Deck, and two Mafts; but they generally miake ufe of Oars, be- 
caufe not able to endure the rough Seas, and feldom ufe their Sails 
but when cut of fight of Land, to make the beft of their way tor 
fear of Storms: there are Five Slaves to every Oar, one of them 
a Turk, who being generaliy ftronger than the Chriftians is fet at 
the upper End to work it with more Strength. There are ufually 
* 300 Slaves on board, with rgo others, including Officers, Soldiers, 
Seamen, and S-rvants. Atthe Srern there’s a Chamber, which at 
Night or in foul Weather is folely the Captains; but in the Duy is 
common to the Officers and Chaplain, the under Officers have ali 
their convenient Retirements; but all the reft are expos’d above 
Deck to the Heat of the Day, and the Cold of the Night. There’s 
a fort of a Tent in fair Weather, from the Head to the Stern, fup- 
ported by a Cable, bur in the leaft Wind ’tis taken down, tor fear 
of over-fetting the Galley. So that the poor Galley-Slaves, after 
bard tugging all Day, are expos’d to Wind, Snow, Hail, Froft, 
and Rain during the Night; nor dare they fo muci as fmoik To- 
bacco on pain of the Baftinado. Befides they are tormented wird 
Vermin, occafion’d by the continual Swear that {treams down from 
their Bodies while rowing, and their fcanty Allowance oi Linnen, 
and other Clothes: They are allow’d once per Annam, two Shitts 


of the coarfeft Canvas, a little red Serge Jerkin flit on each Side 
up totheir Arm-holes; and once in three Years a coarfe Proc, ant 
a litte Cap tocover their Heads, which they mult keep thay’g, 
asa Mark of Infamy. Their Beds, fick or well, are only a Board 
a Foot and half broad, and thofe who lie near the Officcis dara 
not ftir to eafe themfelves from the Vermine that bires em, lett 


their Chains fhould rattle, and fubjett them to the Gallinado 
Vy en 
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When they tugg at the Oar, they muft rife to draw their Stroke, 
and fall back again, which keeps them in a continual Swear, and 
many times occafions them to faint. Along the middle of the 
Veffel there runs a Gang board, on which there fits three Officers 
call’d Comites, who whenever they fee an Our that does not keep 
Touch with the reft, do unmercifully belabour thofe belonging to 
it with a tough Rod, and Voileys of Oaths and Curfes, without 
confideriug whether.ic proceeds from Lazinef$ or Faintnefs, or who 
is in the Fault, nor muit any of them complain, but all are oblig’d 
to exert what Strength they can. When they arrive in Port, they 
perform many laborious Things previous to cafting Anchor, which 
is much harder than ina Ship; and during this Time, the Comites 
lafh the Slaves furioufly, fo that nothing is heard but Cries and 
Lamentations. 

To fupport them under all thefe Hardfhips, every Morning at 
Fight of the Clock, they have each a Proportion of pretty good 
Bisket; at Ten a Porringer of Soupe made with Oil, Peafe, or 
Beans, often rotten and mutty, and not exceeding a Dozen fwim- 
ming cn the Top; and when on Duty, about two Thirds of a 
Pint of Wine, Morning and Evening. When at Anchor in any 
Port, they that have Mony are allow’d to buy Meat, and the Ture 
who commands the Oar, and is net chain’d, is commonly employ’d 
to buy and drefs it; but the brutif Cook trequently throws it over 
board, on pretence that it hinders him; tho the poor Wretches be 
fainting for want of it, and maft not murmur. | 

The Officers Tabies are well furnifh’d both for Plenty and Deli- 
crcy, and they are entertain’d with Mufick, which gives the poor 
Siaves a more exquifite Sen{fz of their Mifery, being pinch’d with 
Hunger and finking under a Load of Chains at the fame time, 
When any Perfon of Note comes on board, they are oblig’d to fa- 
lure them with a Shout three times, which is fo far from the Hvzzis 
on hoard an Engl/p Mian of War, that ’tis the moft lamentable pi. 
rcous Ourcry inthe World. 

Such as have Trades work in the Galleys, while they are at An- 
chor, for the Profit of the Comites or Boatfwain, who furnifhes 
’em with Yarn, &c. to knit coarfe Stockings, or fome fuch Bufinefs, 
and pays’sm half the Price in Vi€tuals, or forry Wine doth’d with 
Warer, which he keeps in the Cellar; and tho they had ever fo. 
much Mony, they muff buy no other on pain of the Baitinade, 
The mott moving Spe€tacle of all is to ize the poor Wretches, 
who were bred to no Employment, cleaning their Comerades 
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Clothes from Vermine, for part of the miferable Allowance they 
get by working. | 

All this ill Treatment occafions frequent SicknefS, and.the fick 
are treated thus. In the Hold there is a clofe dark Room, which 
has no Air but through the Scuttle of about two Foor fquare, by 
which ‘they enter it. Ateach End there’s a Scaffold on which the 
Sick are laid promifcuoufly, without any thing under them, and 
when thefe Scatfolds are full, they are laid upon the Cables ; and in 
this miferable Condition they are cover’d all over with Vermin. 
Our Author fays, that when he vifited them twice a Day, to admi- 
fter fome Comfort to them, according to the Duty of his Funétion, 
he was {carce able to endure the Stench ; and being oblig’d to lie 
down clofe by their Sides to confefs them, he thought himfelf, in 
a literal Senfe, to be in the Shades of Death, and many times as 
he was confefling one, another expir’d. That which adds to the 
Loathfomnefs of the Place, is, that they have no Conveniences to 
eafe Nature, except a little Pail, always fo nafty, that they had as 
good have nothing: and befides, few of them have Strength e- 
nough togoto it. Sothat thofe poor Creatures, were it left to 
their Choice, had rather die under their Chains and tugging at the 
Oar, than go to this loathfome Hofpital. He adds, that when he 
went to vifit them, he always put on a forry Night-Gown, and 
firip’d himfeif as foon as he came out, to prevent his being annoy’d 
with their Vermin, By the Barbarity of the Surgeon and Steward 
they are likewife cheated of their Medicines and Provifions. He 
complain’d of it — to the Captain and other Officers, but 
without Redrefs. He likewife complain’d of it to M. Pontchar- 
train, one of the Minifters of State, and gave him an Account of 
fuch Methods as he thought fitto prevent thofe Abufes, but does 
not know the I flue. 

Our Author having thus given an Account of the Galleys, and 
of the Method of treating the Galley-Slaves, he comes next to the 
feveral forts of Men who make up the Crew, and tells us, there 
are five forts of Slaves, befides the Seamen, and Soldiers on board. 
The Firft are-7urks, whom the King buys to manage the Stroke of 
the Oars: they are generally lufty ftrong Men, have the fame Al- 
lowance with the Soldiers, and are the leaft unfortunate of the 
Crew ; for they are not chain’d, but only wear a King on their 
Foot as a Badge of Slavery ; and when in Port, they have Liberty 
to trade, fo that fome of ’em are worth 3 or 400/. a piece, fend 
Mony frequently to their aa and Families; and, to our a 
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be it fpoken, fays the Author, they are more charitable to one a- 
nother than the C briftian Slaves, lead better Lives than any of ’em, 
except the Proteftants, who are very ftri&t in their Religion, kind to 
one another when fick, and if any of them commit a Fault, they all 
importune their Mafters to intercede with the Captain for them. 
In fhort, he fays, that one would think that the Turks and Chri/- 
tians on boatd the Galleys had exchang’d Principles: So that when 
he endeavour’d to convert any of ’em, they anfwer'd him, that 
they would rather be Dogs than of fuch a Religion as allow’d fuch’ 
Barbarity and Crimes. The Turks are no wife molefted on the 
Account of their Religion, and while Mafs is faying they are put 
into the long Boat, where they divert themfelves by talking and 
{moaking, whereas the Proteftants are compel’d by Baftinado’s to 
hear Mafs, and to bow down before the Popifh Inaages, tho not to 
them. The fecond fort of Slaves are thofe poor Peafants, who 
tor the Suftenance of their Families, go into the County of Bzr- 


gundy and Province of Dombe to buy Salt where ’tis cheap ; for in 


other Parts a Pint of Salt, that weighs about Four Pounds coft 
3.5. 6d. If any of thofe poor Wretches be taken, when they go 
to buy as aforefaid, they are fent to the Galleys without remiffion, 
for fuch aterm of Years as the Court pleafess; and if they be 
ftrong, they are feldom difmiffed, 

The third Sort are Deferters, who are condemn'd to the Gal- 
leys during Life. Formerly their Nofes and Ears were alfo cut off, 
but the Stench of their Wounds having commonly infe&ted the 
whole Crew, at prefent they give them only a little Slit. 

The fourth are notorious Criminals, who are the greateft Vil- 
lains in the Gang, and pra€tife their Wickednefs as much as they 
can on board the Galleys, where they are hardened by one another’s 
Company, and curfe and blafpheme under the Baftinado. 

The fifth Sort are poor Proteftants, who are fent hither becaufe 
they chufe rather to obey God than Man; and that which adds to 


- their Mifery, is, to be confined to fuch hellifh Company. Moft 


of thofe fent to the Galleys at the Revocation of the Edi@ 
ef Nantes, have been deftroyed on board them by barbarous 
Treatment, as others were broke alive upon the Wheel withour 
Mercy ; and tho the Minifters were allowed the choice of abjur- 
mg their Religion, or leaving the Kingdom in a Fortnights time, 
on pain of the Galleys, yet by the Cruelty and Artifices of the 
Clergy and others, multitudes of them were hindered to leave the 
Country, and to fell their Eftates : The Father Confeffors abfolv’d 

their 











their Debtors from what they owed them, and Infants were forced 
from the Arms of their Parents as they were making their Efcape. 
The Laity were forbid to leave the Kingdom on pain of the Gal- 
leys; fo that Multitudes of them were taken endaivouring their 
Efcape. The Prifons were filled with them, and they were fent by 
Hundreds at a time in a Chain mixed with the greateft Villains, to 
the Galleys; and when they were rerder’d unferviceable there, the 
chief of them were put into Dungeons. Sometimes thsfe on 
board the Galleys have Money fent them privately by charitable 
Perfons, but they are fo narrowly watched, that they feldom re. 
ceive it; and if they do, are cruelly tortured to make them con- 
fefS from whom they had it. Our Author gives us an Inftance of 
this in M. Sabatier, whofe Zeal and Charity was equal to that of 
the primitive Chriftians. Having a lithe Money fent him, he di- 
{tributed it among his Brethren ; which belng difcovered, he was 
carried before the Intendant of the Galleys at Marfei//es, and pro- 
mifed not only his Pardon, but a Reward, if he would tell who 
gave ithim. He bravely anfwer’d, That his Perfon was at his dif- 
pofal, but he would never be fo ungrateful to God and Man as to 
bring thofé into-Trouble who had been fo charitable to him. Upon 
this the Intendant ordered him to be ftript ftark naked, and com- 
manded feveral Turks to beat him with Ropes Ends and Cudgels at 
feveral times for three days; but that not prevailing, he cudgell’d 
him himfelf; and finding him ftill conftant, he blafphemoully faid 
to the By-ftanders, What a Devil of a Religion is this? and then 
fent him to a Dungeon, where he was ftill alive when our Author 


wrote. 
He tells us farther, That moft of the Proteftants fent thither 
at firft being deltroy’d, a much greater Number of Cevennois are 
come in their ftead, and gives us the following Account of the 
Rife of. the Troubles in thofe Parts. One of the moft bitter Ene- 
mies of the Proteftants.was the Abbot dw Che/as in the Cevenxes, 
‘He kept a Lift of ail the Proteftants in his Bounds , and when he 
smifsd any of them at Mafs, he fent for them to his Houfe, and 
without regard of Age or Sex, made his Servants {trip them naked 
to the Middle, and icourge them with Horfe-whips till they were 

all over Blood. - 
- Being’ encourag’d in thefe Barbaritics by the Court, and the poor 
People growing defperate, fome of them invefted his Houfe one 
Night, and kili’d him. They knew they were to expect no Mer- 
cy after this; upon which they retired to the Hills, where their 
Ggg2 Num- 
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Number increas’d ; and they were fuccefsful at Grft; but fubdued 
at laft for want of Support. Many of -them were hang’d and 
broke upon the Wheel, and multitudes of others fent to the Gal- 
leys for refufing to hear Mifs. Aud on pretence of this Infurrec. 
tion, many who had no hand in it, were treated in the fame bar. 
barous manner, on fufpicion of favouring them. Our Author con- 
cludes his Relation of the Sufferings -cf the Proteftants on hoard 
the Galleys, with an Account of the BASTINAD ‘as 
follows 


A Table is fo plac’d, that when the Prieft fays Mafs, and ele- 


_ vates the Hoft, all thofe in the Galley may fee him. The poor 


Proteftants refufing to kneel or bow to it, and anfwering boldly, 
That the King is Mafter of their Bodies, but not of their Confci- 
ences ; their Chains are taken off, they are ftript ftark naked ona 
great Gun, where they are held down by Turks, fo as they can- 
not ftir, while another Furk witha Cudgel or knotty Rope beats 
them till their Skin be quite flea’d off; then they are pickled with 
Salt and Vinegar and fent to the loathfome Hofpital. The Sight 
of this terrible Perfecution, with the Chriftian Patience of thofe 
Confeffors, who inftead of expreffing any Refentment, call’d fer- 
vently upon God, and beg’d his Affiftance, was ore of the chief 
things which converted our Author. Their Wounds, fays be, be- 
ing fo many Mouths: that preach’d to him. So thar, at laft, he 
abandon’d the Popifh Religion, whofe capital Errors he had long 
before perceiv’d, and was now fully convinced that it was direétly 
oppofite to the Spirit of Chriftianity. 

After this comes the Hiftory of the Sufferings of the bleffed 
Martyr Lowis de Marolles, He was born in 1629, in Champagne 
and defcended of an antient Family, noted for the Profeffion of 
the Law. He liv’d at St. Menehbo/t in that Country, where he was 
one of the King’s. Councellors, and Receiver of the’ Revenues in 
that Bailiwick, his Religion making him uncapable of any other 
Poft. He applied himfelf much to Experimental Philofophy, and 
particularly to Algebra, in which he was one of the greate(t Pro. 
ficients of the Ages but above all, he was ftri&ily Religious, of a 
{fmooth and equal Temper, and behav’d himfelt in every refpeé& 
with a becoming Gravity. : 

His own Paftor, who was a Man of great Merit, ftri& Probity, 
and his intimate Friend, gives him a large ‘Character, the Sub- 
fiance of which is thus. 
ae 
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_ © M, De Marotler was of a very happy Conftitution; bis Tem- 
* ner free from Melancholy, nor did it carry him into any oppo- 
** fice or contrary Paflion. He was a Man of folid Senfe, of: yatt 
“ Application and exaét Judgment. He never perplex’d himfelf 
“ with vain Cares, but was fleady and conftant in his Misfor- 
“ tunes. This was not the mere eft-ct cf his Natural Difpotition, 
“ but ftrengthen’d by Study, Meditation, and Prayer, This gave 
“ him a Fund of Peace and Tranquillity ; fo that he was fcarce 
** ever feen in the leaft Paffion. He was pleafans in Converfation, 
well vers'd in Ecclefiattical Hiftory, and the Popifh Controverfy, 
“ He wasa diligent Reader of the Holy Scriptures and Pra&tical 
¢* Pieces, and diverted himfelf with the Srudy of Mathematicks 
“and Mufick. He took great Care to educate his Children well, 
“ and when the Perfecution came on, he was the chief Sapporr 
‘“* and Comforter of his Paftor and other Proteftants in his Neigh- 
“ bourhood. He was more follicitous to fecure his Eamily from 
“© Sufferings, by fending them out of the Kingdom, than himfelf, 
“ He retired with them to the Frontiers of A//ace, upon the Inten- 
“ dants Oath of Affurance, that the Proteftants fhould not be 
“ difturb’d there, becaufe the King defign’d to repeople that 
“ Country, But foon after he was taken up and feat to Priion 
© with his Family at Strasburg, where he was examin’d by the 
“™ Governor, Intendants, and others, who fhew’d him great Re- 
“ fpe€t, pitied his Condition, and would tain have perfuaded him 
© to fubmic to he inftru&ted by fome Jefuits, €'c. whom they em- 
“ ploy’d for thiatends but he was abundantly too hard for them, 
“‘ and manag’d the Difpure with fo much Mildnefs, that they 
“ could not but exprefs.an Efteem for him; for the Particulars vj 
which we refer tothe Book. | ; 

Several of his Popifh Friends of great Quality interceded for 
him, that he might have Leave to fell his bftate which was very 
-confiderable, or to quit ic all for afmall Penfion, and retire out ot 
the Kingdom, butin-vain, He was carried afterwards to Chalons, 
where the Bifhop, now Archbifhop of Paris, was very civil to him, 
but the other Clergy being worfted by him in Arguient, they 
lock’d him up in a Dungeon 15 Days, where none was admitted 
to fee him ; and foon after be wag fentcac’d to the Galleys, from 
«which he appeal’d to the Parliament of Paris. He was icnc co cia! 
City in a Waggon.under a Guard, which was very civil. to him. 
and.allow’d him his Sons Company, and as much Liberty as the 
durit ; forthey rely’d fo much on his Probity, tha: they a bis 
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_ Word, he would not endeavour his Efcape. But when he came to 
Paris, he was deny’d his Sons Company, and kept ina dark Dun- 
geon for fix Months, and loaded with Chains. He was tempted 
both by Threats and Promifes, but continued fteadfaft to the laft, 
and wrote feveral Letters from thence to his Wife and other Friends, 
for which we refer to the Book. | 
Some of his Popifh Friends follicited for his Liberty, that he 
might have Opportunity to be further inftru&ted in the Popith 
Controverfy. This with their Tears, and thofe of his Family, in- 
duc’d him toaccept it. But withina few days he repented of ir, 
bege’d God’s Pardon for feeming to yield fo far, and, as he expref- 
{es it himfelf, God who is able to bring Lights out of Darknefs, did 
hereby frengthen him further to refit all future Temptations. So 
that he reje€ted a Propofal of being 8 or 10 Months at Liberty 
with the Bifhop of Meaux, in order to be further inffrutted. He 
was brought before the Parliament, who fhew’d him much Re- 
fpe&t, exprefsd a mighty Concern tor him, and deferr’d his 
Sentence, to fee if they could obtain Leave for him to depart the 
Kingdom, but in vain; for the Clergy haften’d the Confirmation 
of his Sentence, they were fo enrag’d at his Conttancy and Learn- 
ing, by which he bafHed all their Arguments, So that the King 
ordered’ a Chain of thirty pound weight to be put about his Neck. 
After this the Attorney-General came to vifit him, exprefs’d great 
Pity for him, and endeavour'd to perfuade him to comply, but 
wit ge effet; fo that they ratify’d his Sentence with very gteat 
Grief. : 

We have fevetal of his: Letters ‘which he wrote to ‘his Friends 
during his Confinement, that gave-an‘Account how God fupportted 
him under his cruel Sufterings. He was tempted again to accepr 

of Time for Inftru€tion, and his Friends in Parliament . promis’d 
to get him an unlimited Time, but he bravely rejeCted it, Se- 

veral Popifh Ladys and others who came to fee him, could not 

refrain Tears, when they faw a° Man of his Merit and Worth {o 

cruelly ufed. His Wife was fometimes allow’d to fee him thro a 

Grate, thro which fhe put her Hands to wafh the Wounds which 

the Chain had made in his Neck. The Clergy enrap’d at his Con- 
ffancy, gave out, that he was mad; to obviate which, he propos’d 
a Mathematical Problem to the Learned in that Faculty, that they 
might exercife themfelves in the Solution of it; which fufficiently 
confuted the Calumny, and demonftrated the Serenity of his Mind 
and Soundnefs of his Judgment. After this he fell into a Fever ; 
during 
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during which his Wife fell Sick with Sorrow; and he ivag ofder'd 
to go with the Chain of Galley-Slaves to embark for Mar/ferl/es, 
They go by Two and Two, cartying @ long Chain which paffes 
thro their particular Chains and Rings. ‘He had only the Breadrh 
of a {mall Key to pafs to enter into the Boat, wher the People 
crowded to fee this glorious Confeflor ; and his Children toolk 
theit forrowful Farewel of him, which his Wife could not do, 
being then confin’d to her Bed. Among others who crowded to fee 
this eminent Galley-Slave,there was a confiderable Popifh Merchant, 
who embrac’d him, pray’d for him, and offer’d him a Purfe of 
Gold. This Merchanz retis’d afterwards with his Family to Loz- 
don, where they turnd Proteftants. 

M. de Marolles wrote afterwards to his Friends from Dijon, ac- 
quainting them, that his Fever continu’d a long time ; during 
which his Captain, mov’d with Compaffion, loos’d him from his 
Chain, and kept him always by himfelf till he recover’d, fo far as 
to be able to be put into the Hofpital In his Letters to his Wifehe 
made the beft of his Condition, and acquainted her with the Civi- 
lity of the Officers to him while he was in the Hofpiral. He 
bore his own Charge for moff part; and tho a Pardon arriv’d for 
300 Slaves at the fame time, the Interceflion of all his great Friends 
could not obtain one for him, and with much ado got him de. 
clar’d an Invalid, becaufe of his known Infirmitys, and prevented 
his being fent to Awerica with 150 other Slaves. The Letters 
that he wrote to his Friends during this time, are mighty edifvinz, 
and he very much extols the Conftancy and other good Qualitics 
of his Companion in Bonds M. Le Feure, who was afterwards fe. 
parated from him, and put on board another Galley: In one of 
his Letters to his Wife, he gives fiich a familiar and pleafant De- 
{cription of his Entertainment and his Habit on board the Galley, 
as fully fhews, that he poffefe’'d his Soul in Patience ; and to com. 
fort her, he fpake much of the Civility of the Oificers towards 
him; for they were all taken with his Merit, his Learning, and 
his agreeable Converfation. . His chief Concern was to hear thag 
his Family continued firm in their Religion, and that they migh: 
get out of the Kingdom to avoid the Temptations laid betore thon 
to change it. 

His Friends continued to meke Application for his Liberry, ber 
to no purpofe. The Bifhop of Murfei/les and his Clergy had tf: 
veral Conferences with him and M. Ze Peure, who argued wich 
fo much Calmnefs and Strengta, as fitenc’d thems and this hei) 
ten 2 
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424 The Kiorks of the Legrnen, 
ten’d the Cruelty of his Treatment, fo that they would not fuffer 
the Officers to vifit him, and fhew him their accuftomed Civili-. 
ties. About. fix Weeks after this Conference, he was taken out of 
the Galleys and thruft into a dark Dungeon, where for-fix Years 
he wreftled with Nakednefs, Hunger, Cold, and Darknefs, He 
was now and then allow’d a little Candle, and wrote fome Letters 
to his Wife, and other Friends, extolling the Goodnefs of God, 
who.enabled-him to bear up under all thofe Crueltys. He was 
more concerned to fupport his Wife under the Grief the conceiv’d 
for his Affli€tions, than for what he endur’d himfelf. After he 
had been five Years there, they would allow him no Light, fo that 
he frequently hurt himielf by falling againft the Walls as he en- 
deavour’d to divert himfelf by. walking in his Dungeon, which was 
about 12. Foot long, and 1o broad; for; they had depriv’d him 
boch of Fire and Candle ; which fometimes-they allow’d him, and 
gave him no Su{tenance but fometimes once a day, and at other 
times once in three days. He:begg’d his Wife not to be afflitted 
at this, but to confider, that it was the Diet appointed him by the 
Sovereign Phyficiaa of his Soul and Body, whe would not have 
order’d it, had he not judg’d it neceflary. He continued above a 
Year almoft naked, the poor Cloaths he had having rotted from 
off his Back, till an Intendant coming to fee him, took fo much 
Pity as to order him a Galley-Slave’s Suit and a little Lamp,.which 
comforted him.exceedingly, becaufe then he could read the Scrip. 
tures, He was.taken with a Defluxion in feveral :of his Limbs, a 
Shortnefs of Breath, and a Giddinefs in his Head, fo that ar laft 
he was atraid of falling into Madnefs, being fometimes taken with 
Deliriums, which filled his Head with idle Fancies; but by appli- 
cation,to God, with Prayers and Tears that he would not give his 
Enemys fuch an Occafion to tiumph over him, he obtain’d a per- 
fe€&t Serenity of Mind, and his Heart was filled with Joy. This 
appears by his laft Letter to his Wife, which was the 24th of 
March 1692; for he was fo much difabled with Weaknefs and 
Blindnefs a Month or two before his Death, that he could write 
no more, ) | 
This bleficd Martyr finifh’d his Combat the 17th of Fune 1692, 
and was buried by the Iurés in their own Burying-place, This 
appears by a Letter writ from Méar/eillcs the 20th of that Month, 
which fays, ‘The Subje€&t of this Prefent is chiefly to acquaint 
‘ you with the Death of M. de Marolles, that famous Confeffur 
‘ of Chrift, who has been fo long fhut up in a Dungeon in the 
* preat 
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« great Citadel, where they mace him io fufier very much, I 

‘ was prefs’ to the laft to change a — but he hatch 

© ways perfever d in his own. He died the day betore pacenaay, 

‘ being buried by the Turks among es Turks. They mutt make 

‘ an end as they had begun. Thus he is our of bis Mifry, and 
‘ crown'd with Glory in Abrabam’s Botom. ¥V 
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. end our days as holily as he did, who died a tree Marsys, 
fith great Conftancy and Re fgnatt n. Thus fhail he enjoy an 
. pri ky Recompence, whereas his | Perizcutors thal have : a ereae 
‘ Account to give to the Sovereign Jedgs” The Writer of his 
Life omits other Circumttances, lett ‘nee Author of the Letter 
fhould have been thereby difcover’d, who he fuppoles to have been 
a Roman Catholick that was fmitten with the Suffvrings of the 
Martyr 
There’s another Lerter of the 20th of that Month, writ to h’s 
W fe by a ge: nerous Co “fell on bout d the Galle ys, who under. 
went ail Hazards to ferve M, Muarol/es as much as he could, and 
found ways to corre: ipond with him by Letrers. He : 
other things, ‘ This dear Martyr of the Lord reigned a's Spli it 
‘ into the Hands of his Father th 6 17th day of the D: feat! Vionch. 
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¢ I cannot give you an exact Account of his Laft Hours, but you 
© have aiready hea dd by his OWN a Leiter, ti a aft Gl Nay ine of yan’ 
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sonst Irons, he was removed to a Dun: Soon, dreadtul for its 
* Obfcurity, | but mech more for its Catan a) fed bim very 
‘ ill there, fo that he labourd under Hunger, nor having enous! 
© even of Bread and Waiter, which was his common Dict. _ 
© made him very weak, and flung him into pg gicat Vetiig es, {> thar 
‘he fell down about two Mont ths ago with very Weaknels, an 
‘dafh’d his Head agains the Wall, by which he had fevera 
6 Wounds, He has ia: iguilhed C nfid-rably ince thattime; fotha 
‘ his Life has been nechi ing | elie buta liv ug Death th fev 
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‘ had the management of him, were iitentible 
, exce pilig that they Gave him a little becicr and a ore Vittuals : 


but C he Was brought iO low thar ke CCU not recovcy. i his 
‘ faithtul Servant of the Lord had clmoit lott his Sight abour a 
Mionih df ™ 10 thu Ci he c Col ild neit: ft read noi reétulo an — 
* to your L Letters or ming. | got Meflages fent him by | 
‘ Mouth, and that f2sie » way ne recommended bh’ 
‘ Prayers of his Friend s, being wholiy takea up with th 
of Dea th. God has at length ditoss'd Or ham, {9 rhy ripe iilail 
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ments which Inhumanity in its utmoft extent could infli&, but 
yet God has never fuffer’d them to make a Prize of his Inno- 
cence. I muft tell you tor your Confolation, shat from the time 
they faw this dear Martyr begin to grow we:k and decay, he 
was often vifited by Popifh Doétors ; but this frm and immova- 
ble Servant of God was not moved by their Vifits. He heard 
them without Trouble, did not return Railing for Railing, bur 
“ bleffed his Enemies to the very laft, His Glory will never be 
‘ blotted out neither in Heaven nor in Earth. 
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Differtatio Hifforico Politica de Nummis cum ufuvalentibus, tum 
memortalibus, €Fc. i.e. An Hiftorical and Political Differtation 
upon Coins, confiderd either as current in Commerce, or fuch 
as are defign’d only for keeping up the Memory of Events. To 
which is added, a Difcuffion of two Queftions, viz. 1. Whar 
muft be underftood of the Study of Medals. 2. What that is 
which is vulgarly call’d Gattule Iridis, Drops of the Rainbow. 
The whole propos’d by Mark Pau! Tiler, &c. under the Prefi- 
dency of JM. Daniel Ringmacher, &%c, Fune 17. 1710, Printed 
at U/min 4to. p. 76. 


His is properly no other than an Introdu€tion to the Know- 
ledge of Medals, propos’d by M. Is/ger in the Form of a 
Thefis at a publick A&t. What is more particularly remarkable 
is,that AI. Ringmacher, Prefident of that A&t, owns ina kind of Pre- 
face, that no body was more incapable than himfelf to a& that 
Part, becaufe having bent all hisStudies to Ethicks and Politicks, 
of which he was Profefior, he had fo neglefted the Science of 
Medals, that he fcarce knew its firft Elements. He adds, that his 
Incapacity in this Matter made him long for an Opportunity to 
lay the Burden of his Prefidency upon another Perfon, but that 
being won with the prefling Sollicitations of the Kefpondent, and 
guided by the Memoirs lent- him by the Father of that young 
Man, who wasa learned Antiquary, he had haftily run thro the 
Subjeét, and was at laft prepared to take the Poft appointed him 
wich lef$ Confufion, 

This Differtation is divided into two €hapters.. The firft treats 
of Coins as the Inftrument of Commerce, wherein the Author has 
principally follow’d*the famous Conring. The 2d treats of Coins, 
as fo many Medals or propsr Monuments fit to perpetuate the Me- 
mory 
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mory of Events to fucceeding Age», wherein he has particularly fol- 
low’d the Notions of Teze/. But fince there’s nothing very new 
inall this, we will only give a general Survey of the chief Points 
contain’d in thofe two Chapters. 

t. The Author begins his SubjeQ with the Etymology of the 
Latin Word Nummus, 4 piece of Money, together with it’s different 
Significations and various Synonymis; then he defines the Word 
thus, A piece of Metal of the Weight and Price, regulued by Pub. 
lick Authority, mark d with a certain Charatter, and defign’d either 
to facilitate Commerce,or to confecrate the Memory of Hifforica: tacts, 
He treats of the Quigin of Money, and examines whether "iwas 
us’d before the Flood, but defpairing to decide fo obfcure a Point, 
he chufes to confine it to the Poft-diluvian World, and feems no- 
fitive, that fome fort of Monzy or other has been us’d in Trade 
ever fince the time of Adrabum. He fays, the ufe of it pafs'd trom 
the People of the Eaffto the Grecizns, add from thei to the 
Romans; but he does not believe with Herodotus, that the £y- 
dians wete the firit People of the Ea/f that Coin’d Money out of 
Gold and Silver. 

Then he treats of the Right of coining Moncey, of thofe in 
whom that Power is lodged, and of the Officers of the Mint - 
but all thofe Articles, as well as moft cf the others, are lightly 
pafsd over, Then he proceeds to the Subject of Coins, which he 
{ays is cither Common, viz. of different Metals, o: Extraordina-y, 
as of Leather, Paft-board, Paper, the Bark of Trees, Shelis, Flints, 
Cocoa Nuts, &c. He tells us the form of Money is cither Elfen. 
tial in it felf, namely, on account of its Value, or elie Acciden- 
tal, wherein we underftand its Weight, Mark, Figure and Date, 
Lattly, After he has briefly explain’d what relates to the coining 
of Money, he treats of the two Ufes to which it is converted, 
which are, as we faid before, to facilita.e Exchang-, and to perpe. 
tuate the Memory of Events. Thelaft Ufcis the Subj.ct of the 
2d Chapter, which treatsof Coins confiderd as Medals. 

2. He diftributes the feveral foris of Mcdzls into their ditkerenr 
Claffes, and that with relation to the time of their Cuining. their 
Size, Matter, Form and Scaimps, or to the diticrent States by whom 
coin’d, Then he refers us to coniuit the chief Authors; whohave 
wrote on this Subjeét, to come to a perfect Kaowledae of Med ils, 
not only becaufe of the Fats which they reprefent, but io 


Weight and Value. Then he gives a brict Account of amodira 
Medals, which it plainly appears he his reduced to the m /t 
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trivial Generalities; Neverthelefs the whole feems New and Cu- 
rious to a Perfon but juft initiated in thef2 Myfteries. 

This Introdu€tion concludes with a Difcufhon‘of two Queftions 
1, What we are to think of the Study of Medals? ‘Tis anfwer’d, 
That no part of Literature bas been more efteem’d and more culti- 
vated than this in the laft Age, for which reafon a German Author 
has thought fit to grace it with the Epithet of Numifmatick. This 
is back’d with the feveral Elogies which have been beftow’d on this 
particular Study by thofetamous Antiquaries, Ant. Aveuftin, Eze- 
hiel Spanbeim, Henry Meibom, Gisber Cuper, Claudius Ch filer, 
Charles Patin, Toba Vaillant, &c. whofe khogies are founded on the 
Ulefulnefs of Medals, with refpett to other Sciences, but princi 
pally for the Perfection of Hiftory, Geography and Chronology. 
This, fays our Author, fhews how much they are in the wrongs 
who defpife this Study, and that we cannot too much regret the 
tofs of fuch of thofe precious Monuments, which are daily ftifled 
or deftroy’d by Perfons of Avarice and Ignorance. Witnefs (fays 
he) that Brafier of Taurky, mention’d by Bushecg, who melted all 
the Medals he could come at, to make Kettles of them; anda 
certain Apctherary, who (fays Meibem) being Heir toa rich Cabinet 
of Medals, which his Brother had fpard no Pains nor Coft to cole 
Ic&t, and locking upon that Mafs of Pieces all unknown to him as 
needlefs Lumber, madea great Mortar of them for the Ufe and 
Ornament of his Shop; upon which Aleisom cannot forbear exclaj- 

ing. Such Brains cught to have been purg’d with all the Helicbore 
that grows in Anticyras fuch a Head deferved to have been pounded 
in ibe fame Mortar ! 

But notwithftanding the ufefulnefs and efteem of the Know. - 
ledge of Medals, our Author admonifhes thofe who apply to 
ir, to ufe all the precaution in the World how they deter. 
mine any thing, becaufe of its uncertainty, which arifes from the 
prodigious Number of falfe and counterfeit Medals, fo that 
cis often very difficule to diftinguifh the true ones 3 and becaufe 
of the maniteit Contradictions which occur in Faéts atrefted by 
Medals, which proceeds from the Malice of the Counterfeirers, or 
the Ignorance and Heedlefnefs of the Officers of the Mint. This 
is iljuftrated by feveral Examples, and our Author concludes, that 
the efteem of Medals ought to be pois’d by fuch a wife Diltruit, 
as may engage Perfons tocompare doubtful Monuments with what 
Hiftorians iay of the Events, which may go near to rectify the one 
by the otber, 

The 
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The 2d Queftion relates to certain pieces of Gold call’d Afterisks, 
Apollo’s Drops, the Drops and Flowers of the Rainbow. the Seed 
of the Sum and Iris; and in the High.Dutch, Regen-bogen Schaffe- 
fein, Sternchefs, t. e. {mall Crowns of the Rainbow, failing Stars, 
Thefe little pieces are Concave on the ons fide, and Convex on the 
other, with fome Impreffions which may bz diffinguiih’d upon 


both fides, but they are commonly very much detac’d on the Con-- 


vex. They are fcarceto be met with any where but in Germany, 
where the vulgar take them for Productions of the Rainbow, which 
fall from the Clouds with Rain, The People alcribe imiginary 
Virtues to them, and fome fuperftitious Perfons hang them aboue 
their Necks as Amulets or Prefervatives againft Sorcery. Bat our 
Author ferioufly confutes thefe idle Whimfies, after the method of 
other High Dutch Authors, and agrees with feveral Antiquaries, 
that thofe {mall pieces are real Coins {truck by the Barbarians of 
the North, fuch as the Pravts, Bourgvignons, Goths, Vandsls, or 
Normans, for Authors are divided upon thofé dierent Nations. 
Some think that moft of thofe pieces were coined in Sici/y by the 
Vandals, becaufz tome of them are of a Triangular Figure, and 
others are mark’d with three Points, which they will have to fix- 
nify the three Promontories of that Iflind. Four of thete lice 
Pieces are engrav'd at the begianing of this Volume, with their fo. 
veral Reveriés. 
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Eginbartus de vita ©& geftis Caroli Magni cum Commentario Foon 
Bollandi, Gc. i.e. Eginbartas Lite and Actions of Charles the 
Great, with the Commentary of $ehv Bollindoys. To which 
are added the Animadverfions of Go/dftat that were never yet 
publiff’d, with feveral Diffirtations which are fhewn in the 
Index. By Fobn Hermanaus Schmiackius. Printed at Usreee in 
1721. in ato. 308 p. with Prefaces and Indexes. 

ret TS now more than Forty Years firce fobs Frederic’ Befleliuss 

publifh’d his Edition of the Life of Charles the Great by 
ginbart, This Edition, which was the beit, wis become ) {carce, 
fe VR Lair 


that M. Schminckiws thought of publifhing it agiin, ay 

. . ‘ t . < 3 ; _— + , 
dring it {till better. Egmabart wis reckond ens of tie 
Authors of the middie Age, and the Hittory which ne wrote 


one of the moft important of his Time, becaute it coniaiss ths ttc 
of the Reftorer of the Weltern Empire , butall the Fault was ts 
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being too fhort. Forthe Life of Charles the Great deferv’d to 
have been written much more at large, and digefted according to 
the Order of Time, with the exatt Dates of the moft material E- 
vents. But however that be, we muf{t be content with what we have, 
becaufe we can have no better. We are neverthelefs oblig’d to 
thofe who prefenc us with the Retnains of this fort of Antiquities, 
and who have endeavoured to illuftrate them the beft they cou’d, 
if there had been Perfons in the time of Charles the Great, who 
had been capable to write his Hiftory, as well as the antient Greeks 
and Romans wrote thofe of their Nations, they wou’d not have 
wanted a Foundation to difplay their Eloquence, nor would they 
have tranfmitted a lefS Idea of this Emperor to future Ages, than 
we have of the moft famons Heroes of the. Greeks and Romans. 
NeverthelefS it muft be own’d, that as to the Style, this Life 
is much better written than any Pieces of that time ; upon which 
aecount it has always been regarded asa good Work. 

M. Schwinckias tellsus inthe beginning of his :Preface, what 
Manufcripts he has made uf of to compleat this Edition, and in 
the conclufion fhews how it was done before. 

Under the Texte he has placd the Notes of Beffelizs, which 
were printed at He/mftadin 1667. with thofe of Father Bo//andus a 
Jetuit, but avoids making him repeat the fame as the former. To 
thefe he hasadded his own Remarks, which cannot but be pleafing 
tothe Reader. After the Book it felf, follows the Remarks of 
Goldftat never before Printed, according to the Original, which is 
to be feen at Bremen, forafinuch as Go/dffat was the beft vers’d of 
his time in that middle Antiquity, which he ftudy’d after a peculiar 
manner. Thefe Remarks, tho Polthumous, cannot but be well 
receiv d. 

They are follow’d by a brief Differtation of Tereher, about 
the Stature of Char/es the Great, with fome Remarks of Henry Goz- 
rier Tbulemarjand a Difcourfe of Herman Count de Nuenare, touch- 
ing the Origine and Country of the antient Franks, which the Au- 
thor has dedicated to CrarlesV. The whole concludes w:th the 
various Readings of the feveral Manufcripts and Editions. 

M, Schminckius has prefix’d. Egimbarr’s Life at the beginning of 
the Book, where having fhewn that the Name of his Author ought 
to be written in that manner, be gives the beft Account he cou’d 
learn of his Lite and Writings. 

Tho Egixhart’s Extra&tion is not known, yet our Author believes, 
(and with good reafon too) that the fame is Iluftrious, becaufe as 

; himfelf 
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himfelf declares, he was orought up at his Maftei’s Court, and af. 
terwards advanc'd to the Chappellain, as it was call’d then, the 
fame with Chancellor now. He alfo married a Lady of Quality, 
whofe Name was Imma. The Author ot Laurifhim’s Chronicle 
fays, that fhe was Charles the Great’s Daughter, who having taken 
a fancy for Eginbart, had private interviews with him, becaufe the 
Emperor kept his Daughters from marrying, and one day cartied 
him on her Back from the Palace thro the Snow, left the Emperor 
fhou’d difcover the Track of a Man’s Foot. Inthe meantime, Charles 
the Great, who was then flirring very early i in the Morning, fecing 
this Performance without his Daughter’s Knowledge, fuffered them 
afterwards to marry. 

But M. Schminckius (hews, that this Story kas all the appearance 
of a Fable, and that ’rwas probably y invented by fome Mork, wich 
a Defign to m2ke his Founder the Son in Law of fuch a Grear Em- 
peror as Charlemain. Bat tho’ feveral of the Learned have rejefted 

this ftory, yet there are others whogivetheir Affént to ir ; and be- 
fides, the ’ Authority of thofewho mention ir, ground their Belief 
on 4a Paflige on Eginbart’ s 34th Letter, which is direfed to Lo. 
tharius, the Son of Char/es the Great w here J Betmbort calls Lethe 
71S, Neptitas Veitra, anExpreflion which is ¢ eriv'd from Nepes, 
Nephew. But fince there is no example of this Werd any whe 
elfe, M. Sehminckivs fufpeQs that it ougit 10 be read Piet.zs Ve. 
fra, an Expreifion which is very common in the Letters of Chur’e: 
the Great’s Chancellor, upon the like Occafions. 

This Emperor dying Fan. 20, 814. Fainbart was weary of Ev 
ing at Court, and retired to his Eflate in the Country. He was Ab. 
bor by Commendam in that Pri inces Life, ana continved fo tor fome 
Years without forfaking his Wife Iam, with whom he dwelt 
till 820. Afterwards they parted vo untarily, and not lone afies 
his Wite Dyed, which trouble d him very much, as he fhews in 
feveral of his Letters. He is {aid to have liv’d feveral Years after, 
but we are notcerrain of thetimeof his aes . He os ioveral 
Benefice by the Liberality of the Emperors, fo that he did nor Lofé 
ail by renouncing the \ Vorld. 


About this time he began tocomnofe the Works which we have 
ieft of his, and thofe others which are loft. It ippears hy his 
Stile, and by Loupe Abbovof Ferricre, who wrote fev “te 
ters to him, that he was an able Man for the ea in Hiumine 


Learning. 
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The principal of his Works, is the Life of Charles the Great, 
which is fo well writ ty that Freber, Voffiws and others, thought 
it was revis'd by the Count de Nuenare, who firft publifh’d i it, buc 
th viele is plain from the Manufcripts with which this Edicion 
wascompared, wherein there’s no manner of Variation which might 
give ‘ground for fuch a Sufpicion. Indeed, fays M. /e Clerc, we 
have feen an Author in an Age ftill more. barbarous, wiz. Saxo the 
Grammarian, who liv'd inthe Xllth Century, and yet wrote as 
well a3 Eginburt, Some have afcrib’d this Book to Alcuin, byt 
without any good reafon, only becauie Akwin wrote the Life. of 
the fame Emperor. A great many Authors fince his time con- 
ftandy afriba this to Egexbart, They all {peak of him with an 
Elogy, bart there was an Anonymous Author, who in a Book inti- 
rai’d ibe e Spirit of Gerfon, printed in 1691. treats him as an Im- 
peftor, inda Man of no Learning. But! M. Schainckis jultifie 
him very y wel, and fhews, that the Anonym! 2g Author has im- 
posd upon Charlemain’s Hiitoian, for want o1 giving duly read and 
underftocd him. 

There’s anor her Tritt of the Difcovery and Tranfportation of 
the irelicks of the Holy Martyrs, Marcellin the Prieft, and Peter 
» Exorcft, and the great Miracles pretended to bs wrought by 

ir Interceffion, with their Hittory in Knyme, It was printed by 
ourius, and commented on by the Jefuits of Aniwerp, in their 
great Colle€tion of the Lives of the Saints. He likewile wrote the 
Hiltory of the Times, Letters, fome of which were publifh’d b 
Andrew da Chene, the Galltean Bfal er a apridg’d, and a Treatife of 

e Adoration of the Crofs, which a are Lo ft; asisalfo his Book of 
the Wars againft the Saxons, which iafted 33 Years, unlefs ir be hid 

4 fome Libs rary. To we alfo is afcrib’d the Chronicle of Lavori- 

bam, from the Death of Charles Marte/, to that of Lewis le Debon- 
eure, Bat our Author thinks there’s little protability that itis his, 
othe wife that itis continued by another. . He is alfo faid to have 
W rote the Wars of his Mafter in Pan. nid, againit Chaba King of 
tne tizns and Ccnred Ge fuer lays, that this Book was in the 
Hat nds of Wolfeang Lasius at Vienna, but was never printed that we 
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they ars wrote bya alld Ratteicus, upon the Av- 
thority cf a Blind Man, to whom, he fays, an aichangel re- 
veal’d them, He gave them Eginbart to corre&i, and to pre- 
{ent them to ths Emperor Lowis, as may be feen in the seh 
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Ghai of the Tranflation of the Holy Martyrs, Marce//in and 
eter. | 

This is’ what’s contain’d in Schminckiws’s Differtation. It is 
follow’d by the Elogys of feveral Authors on Eginbarr, and by a 
Figure of Chir/emain, as it was found in Gold, and in the Trealury 
of St. Devnis in France. To this they have added fome Coins of- 
Charlemain, or at leaft of fome ancient Kings of France, that were 
call*d by the Name of Charies. 

The Title of the Life of Charlemain mentions Eginbart thus; 
By Eginhart, fometimes h's Scholar and fworn Secretary. 
Schminckiws lays, Seriba adjuratus fignities what we now call Char 
cellor. It were to be wifh’d he had wrote acompleat Life of his 
Mafter, whereas he has given us only an Abridgment of it, accord- 
ing to the Model of Swetontws in many things. Firft, he repre. 
fents the WorthlefnefS of the laft Princes of the Merovingian 
Race, and after having told us, that Chi/deric was depos’d by 
Order of Pope Stephen, and that Pepin Muyor of the Palace was 
putin his Palace, he comes to his Son Charles and Carloman, who 
fucceeded him,. and ftops at the. firft who reign’d alone 
the Death of Carloman, who was King only for two 

ears. 

After this, Egimbart gives us, in a few Words, from Chapter 
y. to xiv. the Hiftory of the Wars of Charles the Great again‘t 
the Duke of Aquitaine, the Kings of the Lombards in Italy, in fa- 
vour of the Popes, the Sexons whom he cou’d not entirely fubdue 
in lefs than 33 Years, againft the Saracens in Spain, in his return 
from whence part of his Army was cut in pieces by the Ga/coins ; 
againft the Britons in France and in Italy again{t the Duke of Bee 
neventum ; againit Tupi/on Duke of Bavaria, againft the Sclzvi a 
People of Pomerania, againft the Avari or Huns, in which the French 
amafs'd a great deal of rich Booty; andlaftly, againft the Normans 
and Danes. 

He fhews us inthe xv and xvi Chapters, that thefe Wars em- 
ploy’d Charles the Great during the 47 Years of his Reign. And 
fora{much as he was very proiperous in his Enterprizes, he migh- 
— tily enlarg’d his Dominions ; for what we now call France, with 

the Frontiers of Spain, Germany, and the greatett part of Ita/y, 
were fubje&t to his Power. The Neighbour Princes on all fides 
honoured and feared him ; and Aberon the Caliph made him 1000 
Compliments, fent him- Prefents, aad granted him moreover the 
poffeiiion of the Holy Sspulchre at Ferufalem. Nay, Nicephorus, 
Lii Michel, 
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Michel and Leo, Emperors of Conftantinople, follicited his Friend- 

fhip more out of Fear than Efteem ; for the Power of the Freach 
ave them great Umbrage ; infomuch that at that time they had a 

aah Proverb, The French are good Friends, but dangerous Neigh: 

bours. 

Eginhart {peaks in Chapter xvii of the Stru€tures which Char/e- 
main built at Aix-la-Chapelle, Nimeguen upon the Wabal, and at 
Inguilenbeim near Ments, the Churches which he caus’d to be re- 
built where-ever he came, and of the Fleets with which he oppos‘d 
the Normans on one hand, and the Moors on the other. 

_ In the 18th and 19th Chapters, he fays, Charles the Great with 

all his Devotion, had neverthelefs too {trong a Paffion for the fair 
Sex, which made him divorce one Wife, and have feveral at a time, 
befides his Concubines : So that he retain’d in this Senfe a little of 
the Barbarity of the antient Francs, | 

Eginbart names his Wives and Children, and tells how he go- 
yern’d his Family, He carried his Children along with him when 
he travell’d, and commonly fupp’d with them. He had, fays the 
‘ Hiftorian, very pretty Daughters, and he loved them very ten- 
‘ derly, which made the World wonder that he would not match 
¢ them, neither with any of his Subjects, or with Foreigners, but 
‘ kept them at home till his Death under colour that he could not 
‘ endure to have them out of hisSight. In this, tho he was hap. 
‘ py enough otherwife, he met with crof$ Fortune, which yet he 
‘ diflembled as if he had not the leaft fufpicion of his Daughter’s 
© Conduét, and as if there was no talk of the matter, 

Twas a pretty odd Whim, and probably gave a Foundation for 
our Hiftorian to invent the Fable of the amorous Intrigue per- 
form’d by one of the Daughters of this great Emperor. But per- 
haps he was afraid left Sons in Law fhould raife Commotions in 
his Family and his Dominions. | 

In the 2oth and 21{t Chapters, our Hiftorian affures us that there 
were but Two Confpiracys form’d againft this Emperor through- 
out the whole Courfe of his Life. One was carried on by a 
a Son which he had by one of his Concubines, who was arrefied, 
fhav’d, and confin’d to the Monaftery of Prum. The other was 
carried on in Germany, and the Plotters taken and punifhed, Our 
Author imputes the chief Canfe of it to Faffrade, one of his Wives, 
whofe Cruelty the Emperor indulg’d to the abufe of fome Germans. 
But otherwife he was good humour’d, cousteous, and very civil, 
efpeciaily to Forcigners. 3 —_— 
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«Inthe 22d, 23d, 24th, and 25th Chapters, the Author defcribes 
his Perfon and way of Living, which was truly Great and Noble. 
He had alfo.a mighty Love tor the Sciences and Languages, and 
befides his Mother Tongue which was High Dutch, he learnt Latin, 
which he fpoke with as much Freedom and Eloquence as the other. 
He alfo underftood Greek, tho he could not fpeak it. He learner 
Grammar from Peter Deacon of Pi/a, and Adbia furnamed Alcuin, 
another Deacon, (who was a very Learned Man for his Time) to- 
gether with Rherorick, Logick, and principally Aftronomy, to 
which he applied himfelf very much. This was the more com- 
mendable in Charlemain, becaufe he did not ftudy Sciences in his 
Youth, but in a more advanced Age, and in the midft of his In- 
cumbrances. For his Childhood and Youth were not cultivated, 
as appears from the Pains he took hefore he was capable to write 
good Characters. Tentebat & fcribere, tabulafq, & codicillos ad 
hoc in letulo, fub cervicalibus, ctreumferre folebat, at cum vacuum 
fempus. effet, manum efigiandis literis adfuefaceret, fed parum 
profpere fucceffit labor prepofterus ac fero inchoatus. He try d to 
write, and for that end carried bis Tables and Codtctls about with 
him, and even laid them in Bed under bis Pillow, that be might ufe 
bis Hand at every turn to the forming of bis Letters: But bis late 
beginning made him very aukward and unfuccefsfal, as in the 25th 
Chapter, 

One would be apt to think at firft, that Char/emaia never knew 
how to write; but forafmuch as it appears by the preceding Chap- 
ter that he wrote the old barbarous Verfes, in which the Aétions of 
the antient Kings were recorded, there’s no room to doubt ir. 
Therefore the Learned have fought for another Ezplanation of 
thofe Words. Lembecius was of Opinion, they only meant the 
Great Capital Letters which ufed to be artificially painted at the 
Beginning of Books. M. Baxdelot, in his Tra& ot the Ufefulnefs 
of Travels, fays, They are meant only of Painting in general, and 
that they ought to besead Textabat © pingere to Paint, inftead of 
Scribere to Write; and Efigiand:s Lincamentis framing the Linea- 
ment inftead of Litteris the Letters. But M. Schminckius, with 

ood reafon, explodes thefe confiderable Variations, and explains 
our Hiftorian’s Words in a neater and concifer Method than ordi- 
nary. Neverthelef§ it does not appear that the Emperor’s Child- 
hood was cultivated, becanfe when he came to make his Letters 
they were fo ugly that he could not endure to fee them. 
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But one cannot fofficiently commend the ftrong Defire he had 
to learn, and the apt Genius with which he made himfelf Mafter 
of the Latin Tongue ; fo that he could {peak it with eafe. Nor 
can we pafs by the Underftanding he acquir’d of the Greek. From 
hence we fee, that Princes and Great Men have no good Piea cf 
Excufe from their Bufineffes and Incumbrances for their want of 


Learning, becaufe Charles theGreat who was far more incumber’d 


than moft of them are, knew how. to find Leifure for his Studies. 
Befides, this Emperor made a good ufe of what he learnt ; for it 


put him in a Capacity to make Amendments where they were ne- 
ceffary in the Ecclefiaftick and Civil Laws, witha true knowledge 


-of the Caufe; whereas if he had been Ignorant, the Matter would 


have depended entirely on fome Ecclefiafticks or fome Laick Coun- 
cellors who might eafily have over-reach’d him. 

Thus we have feen for fome time the Confeffors of Princes go> 

vern commonly much more than the Princes themfelves, engage 
them in a Thoufand Enormitys, and make Advantages of their Igno- 
‘Tance. . ‘lp 
In the 26th, 27th, and 28th Chapters, our Hiftorian obferves, 
that Charles the Great built a very fine Church at Aix-/a-Chapelle, 
thar he caus’d great Ornaments to be added to it, and that he took 
care divine Worfhip fhould be perform’d there with Decency. He 
alfo.took great Care of the Poor, not only in his Dominions, but 
even of thofe that:liv’d in Afia and Africa, under the Oppreffion 
of the Mobometans. He fent great .Prefents to the Churches of 
Rome, and to the Popes. Neverthelef$ Egimbart obferves, that he 
went but four times to Rome, and the laft time at the requeft of 
Pupe Leo II. whofe Eyes and Tongue are faid to have been pull’d 
out by the Romans. But Beffelius and M. Schminckius thew, that 
there’s all the reafon in the world to doubt the Truth of this Barba- 
rity. However that be, Charlemain re-eftablifh'd Leo in the Pa- 
pacy, and {pent the Winter at Rome, where he received by way of 
Recompence the Title of Emperor and Auguft. Eginzbart adds, 
‘That Charles the Great faid, That if he had known beforehand that 
Leo and the People of Rome would have conferr’d that Title on 
him, he would not have gone to the Church that day, tho twas 
one of the principal Feftivals. But Men of Learning ridicule this 
pretended Modefty of the Emperor, and are confident that he went 
to Rome with no other View,fas may be feen in M. Schminckias’s 
Note. ) 
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In.like manner, thofe who make the greateft Caballing for their 
Promotion to the Papacy, pretend they don’t defire the Honour, and 
cover their Ambition w'th an affe€ted Modefty which all the world 
laughs to Scorn. | 

But ’tis ftrange that Ezgizbart fays not a Word of the Care this 
Emperor took for the Prefervation of found Do€trine, and for ere- 
eftablifhing negle&ted Difcipline, by fummoning feveral Synods, as 
appears from the Ecclefiattical Hiftory of this Time. We need 
only confult Cardinal Barorius and Father Pag: in their Hiltory of 
that Age. “Tis true, that Eginbart propofed only to give an A- 
bridgment of his Hero’s Life, but he would not have made itmuch 
longer if he had interfpers'd in a few of his Pages an Account of 
the Synods which he caufed to he affembled. But in the 29th 
Chapter Egznbart takes notice of the Emperor’s Care in reforming 
and regulating the Civil Laws, and in caufing the antient Cuitoms 
to be tranfmitted to Pofterity in Writing; as alfo of the Hig? 
Dutch Names which he gave to the Winds and Months, that are 
Rill in ufe, or at lealt part of them. 

From the 3oth to the 34th Chapters he concludes with an Ac- 
count of Charlemain’s Death, which happen’d Fan. 28. $14. in 
the 47th Year of his Reign, and the 72d of his Age. He alfo 
takes notice of fome Prefages of his Death, and of his Will, which 
may be feen in the Original. 

Here we fhall add, That the Notes of Beffelius and M. Scb- 
minckius, which are at the Bottom of the Pages, and thofe of 
Goldaft at the End of the Book, are full of Learning and good 
Senfe, and may be of great Ufe for illuftrating the Hitltory and 
Chronology of that Time, with its Opinions and Cuftoms, and in 
general every thing which relates to the Antiquitys of the th and 
and gth Centurys. They may be read with Pleafure and Advan- 
tage ; and it were to be wifh’d that fome of the principal Authors 
of the Middle Age were as well illuftrated as this. 
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The Chriftian Eucherift rightly Stated, or an occafional Proof thar 
the Lord’s Supper ts not atrue and proper Sacrifice, attempted 
in the following Replies : One toa late Pamphlet, call'd, A Seafona- 
ble and Modeft Apology in behalf of the Reverend Dr George 
Hickes, &c. in a Letter to To. Wife, D.D. Another to a 
Paper writ in favour of Tranfabftantiarion to the Lady C. By 
Tho. Wife, D. D. Refor of St. Alphage’s, and one of the fix 
Preachers at the Metropolttan Church of Chrift zx Canterbury, 
and lute Fellow of Exeter College in Oxford. London, Printed 
for M. Wotton, at the 3 Daggets sn Fleetftreet, J. Wyat, az the 
Rofe za St. Paul’s Chureh-yard, and A. Bell, at the Crofs-Keys 
and Bible in Cornhil, 1711. 22 8v0. Containing 323 Pages, be- 
fides the Epiftle to the Reader, and 44 of an Anfwer to a Paper 
writ in favour of Tranfubftantiation. 








HE Reverend and Learned Author in his Preface gives us an 

Account, that a great part of it was printed off according to 
the Date it bears, and the reit was defign’d to have tollow’d im- 
mediately, to have preceded of courfe Dr Hickes’s Third Edition 
of the Chriftian Priefthood Afferted, which being fuppofed fo ty 
the Authors words, and the Quotations of the Dr’s Second Edition, 
he is obliged to folve this apparent Inconfiftency, by giving an 
account of the Reatons, viz, That he was three times diverted 
from his Work by urgent Occafions, before he cou’d fisifh it. 
This gave Dr Hickes an opportunity of getting the Stare of 
him, io thac he was obliged to look into the Third Edition 
of his Book; whereas he intended a Reply to the former E- 
ditions. 

Our Author takes Notice, that he has enlarg’d this Letter much 
beyond the compafs he at firft mark’d out, fo that where, according 
to his firft Intent, the Reply to the Apologift wasto have ended, 
there his Difcourfe which mainly Anfwers to the general Title is 
ite now continued, or begins afrefh, and is all along clofe to the pur. 
pofe of the Eucharift, in return to a rude Examination of him 
rouching the word Offer, which tho in his Sermon he had apply’d 
ro the Holy Communion; yet ashe did confiftently then, fo he 
does {till deny to be a true and proper Sacrifice. He obferves 
| likewife, that Dr Hrckes appears to have mightily zone off from 
Hy his old Terms, true and proper Sacrifice, and allo trom the Ratzo 
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formalis of it, fince he places that now, not as he often did before 
in the Confecration of the Elements, or in any other A@tion about 
them, but only an Ante Obligation of them, which tho Dr Wife 
grants to have been made in fome forts by the Primitive Chriftians, 
yet firft he denies that this, at leaft, as Dr Hickes underftands ir, 
is effential to the Inftirution of the Eucharift: And 2. That ir 
made the thing fo offer’d to be a true and proper Sacrifice, or that 
the Ancients thought fo, when calling the Holy Supper the Pure, 
the Unbloody, the Reafonable, the Spiritual, the Symbolical, the 
Tremendous, the Commemorative Sacrifice or Oblation, &c. The 
Name Sacrifice oy Oblation being thus frequently apply’d to it by 
them, not as if in it felf a Sacrifice, but as itisa Reprefentation 
of the Sacrifice of Chriff’s Body and Blocd by vifible Signs with 
Prayerand Praife, as the Epithets join’d to it do plainly declare, 
which is to fay, that truly and properly and it felf confidered, ir 
is only a Sacrament, tho even as fuch, nay, and upon that very Score, 
as alfo becaufe of the previous Oblations it may be and has been 
figuratively and improperly call’d a Sacrifice or Oblation. Where- 
fore Dr Wife thinks that it was a very impertinent Queftion in his 
Adverfary, viz. whether the Ancients did not in fa&t ufe to prefent 
the Bread and Wine at the Holy Table as the People’s Oblations ? 
fince he did not deny it, but only that this does not make them, 
or confequently the Eucharift it felf, to be a true and proper Si- 
crifice, in contradiftion to which it isthat Dr Wife appeals to 
Antiquity. 

We fhall come next to give fome Account of the Debate ir felt. 
The Apologift is very angry with Dr Wi/e, for faying, he did nor 
know with what intent Dr Hickes, and other Nonjurors aflert, th.¢ 
the Holy Eucharift, or Supper of our Lord, is a true and proper Sa 
crifice. To this Dr Wife anfwers, that he did not fay their Mean- 
ing was ill, but that he was at a Lofs to know with what intent 
{ome of the Nonjurants, who ave a Popifh Sovereign in view, 
are fo earneft at this Jun€ture, to prefs and propagate this Doctrine, 
as if the whole Sum of Religion were at Stake, and the Honour 
of the Priefthood liid in the Duft, where this Belief docs not pye 
vail, that the Bread and Wine made ufe of in the Holy Supper are 
a true and proper Sacrifice, and accordingly, that they who Admi. 
nifter this Sicrameor, are true and proper Sacrificers; Whereas | 
fhould think, fays the Dr, ard fhould have ‘© itin my 
that the Hoiy Symbols, even as reprefenting t:¢ Suc ilice « 
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and therefore called by the Name of a true Sacrifice, yst are thom. 
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felves no more that Sacrifice, nor indeed another diftin& Sacrifice, 
than they are very Body or Flefh, and very Blood, becaufeé repre- 
fenting thofe of Chrift Jefus, and therefore call’d by their Names. 
This Dr W:/e_ thinks, muft needs be matter of Doubt and Specu- 
lation to all but God and themfelves, till they explain and prove 
more fully than hitherto they have done, the abfolute Neceffity 
of believing as they do, and particularly Dr fZicker, that the Holy 
Eucharift ts a real Sacrifice. Our Author does notdeny, that there 
are others who maintain the fame Principles, but of late they have 
been chiefly abetted by Nonjurors. They are angry that our Author 
fezmsto fufpeét that, under the Covert of a Sacrifice of Bread and 
Wine, they drive at the Rowi/h Sacrifice of the Mafs; To which 
he replys, That he fees from his own Experience, that nothingcan 
put theminto a greater Fury than the leaft Innuendo of their 
tendency that way, which puts him upon asking them thefe Que- 
{tions. Who more upon his guard than a Malefa€tor, when con- 
{cious of Guilt, and apprehenfive of Juftice ? Who more furious and 
revengeful than a Hypocrite or Cheat, when like to be unmask’d, 
and his Artifice dete€ted and expos’d ? Or if this comparifon will 
not holdin the prefent Cafe, nor thew fome Perfons for the fame 
eafon Guilty, while moft unaccounrably fearful and cautious of 
being thought or found fo; Yet what can we taink of their Overe 
A&s? As tor Example, when Men of great Talents are moft paffi- 
onately addrefs’d to by well-meaning Perfons perplex’d with Doubr, 
and ftanding at the very brink af Popery, that they wou’d give 
theman helping Hand, and refcue them trom Danger ; can fuch 
Men in this and the like Cafes make Evafions and Excufes for not 
doing what is fo earneftly delired, wthout hazarding the Chara&ter 
in which they wou’d be thought to glory of being true and zealous 
Proteftants? Yet, continues our Author, I am greatly mifinform’d if 
there be not remarkable Inftances of this kind, which gave me the firft 
Prej.dice againft a certain eminent Man. Again, However in 
words fuch Perfons may difclaim Popery; yet is there not ground 
to fufpeét, that fome of them efpoufe the Thing, tho’ very un- 
willing to be thought to doit, left, they being untimely difcover’d, 
their Meafures fhou’d be broken? While, fays he, ’tis obfervable, 
that as the Times ferve, they heighten or rebate the force of their 
exprefiions,and fo pro re zatado either advance towards, or feemingly 
withdraw irom Rome,faying, for Inftance, one while,only that Ofter- 
ing or Oblation was anciently made before the Lord’s Supper, and 
therefore occafion’d it to be fo call’d; Another, that this Holy Sup- 
, per 











r, and therefore occafioned it to be fo call’ds Another that. this 
Holy Supper it felf, is a true, proper, material and propitiatory 
Sacrifice? While again, we hear them at every turn {peaking bur 
flightly of the Reformation, and wifhing that fome matters of 
Religion were brought back again to the Pafs they were ar before 
the Reign of Queen Elizabeth, not to fay of King Edward VI. as 
may be igen in Dr Hickes’s Pretace to Chriftian Prie[thood, in D. 52. 
wherein he complains of the Alterations made in the frit Service 
Book, in the 5th Year of King Edward the VIP'th Reign, as treading 
to obliterate the Notion of the Chriltian Siuctifice. Farther, Whic 
thall we think when we hear them give out, that Books of Devo 
tion may be too far reformed from the Errors of Popery, and that 
therefore it were betterif they were reprinted with chofe Errors? 
For inftance, That there is a Purgatory or miiddle State for refin- 
ing the Soul atrer Death, before it be admitted into Heaven or 
Paradife ,; and when this ts cenfurd by Orthodox Proteftants, as 
having init a Tang of Popery, what can we think of their be. 
ing fo far trom Retracting it, that they wrice Letters on puipols to 
Defend it? Tae Letter our Author means, wis writ in Defence of 
this Paflage touching the Srate of Souls juft departed, in the 498 
and 499 Pegesof the firlt Edition of a Bock by Dr George Hickes, 
entitul’d, Devotions ia the Ancient way of Oftce : The Words are 
as follow : © It the (the Himan Soul) departs with fuch bodily Al- 
‘ loys, as unfit her for the immediate Vifion of God. If any Im- 
© purities adhere to her, which make her unable to bear the blissful 
© Splendor of his Prefence, fhe mutt ftop by the Way tili they 
© wear off, before fhe can enter iato the King’s Palace. And this 
© Delay, how fhort foever, will be long and painful coher; every 
© Moment of it will feema Day, and every Day a 1000 Years, 
© Allthe while of her ftay, fhe will be uneafy and reftlefs, and 
© complaia and burn with impatient Defires of Heaven, &c. Bur 
© when thefe Impurities are wora off, and fhe becomes pure and 
© fic for what fhe defires: When fhe is prepared for the Holy of! 
* Holies, and the Glory of the Court of Heaven, then fhall fhe 
© fy in a Moment thither, and there be receiv’d with Acclami- 
‘ tions of Joy, where her Defires will be fwallow’d up in Fru 
“tion, and her Uneafinefsend in the Reftand Refrefhment of i 
© verlafting Blifs. . 

This Paffige, tho privately Defended, yet was lett our 
2d and 3d Edition of the Book, by the fame Hand, wh» i 
our Author to guefs, that an a in fome Men’s 
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tent and Meaning, thin they are yet willing fhou’d be known, 
The defign of the latter was to vindicate that Paffage, tho’ it may 
be not info grofs a manner as the Papifts hold Purgatory, but in 
a mitigated Senfe, to prove a fort of a middle State, as has lately 
been the way cf fome, in regird to other Articles of Difference 
etween us and the Romamifts, that fo they may tat length make 
the Difagreements appear to be Inconfiderable, and only in Words; 
and thence infer, that it is high time for the Church of England 
10 fhake off her Prejudices, and joyn with the Roman er 
Gallican 

What again, fays Dr Wife, fhall we think, when we find the 
{ame Perfons fo very zealous to put on foor, or revive a Do€irine, 
which they own has not been generally held or praétis’d, bur al- 
moft difus’d in our Church ever fince the. Reformation 3 namely, 
That the Elements of Bread and Wine in the Lord’s Supper, are 
as much atrue and proper Sacrifice, as any that were offer’d un- 
der the Law ; and that this Sacrifice is propitiatory for Sin, which 
I fhou’d think, fays our Author, no other is, but the One All- 
fufficient Sacrifice, once offer’d on the Crofs by Jefus Chrift. 

Dr. Wife owns, that notwithftanding thefe things, he is perfua- 
ded as well as Apologift, that Dr. Hickes would not upon any 
Terms become a Profelyte to Rome as her Fenets are grofly ftated 
by the Council of Ivet, becaufe he knows thefé can’t be prov’d 
to be the confentient Do€trines of the antient Catholick Church. 
No, the Doftor would never go over to that corrupted Church 
without a Reformation ; buc then it feems it muft be a Reforma- 
tion of his own modelling, and not altogether as ours now is, which 
he often excepts again{t. By this one may fee how our Author 
juftifys his Sufpicion of thofe Mens Inclination to Popery. 

He next colle€ts what Dr. Hickes had faid in Juftification of his 
Propofition, That the Lord’s-Supper is a true and proper Sacrifice 
in his Chriftian Priefthood afferted, &c. and then.adds, thar what 

» the Do&tor has hitherto brought, or as he believes can bring for his 
Purpofe, amounts only to this: That in the primitive Times of 
the Chriftian Church, Euchariftical Oblations were wont to be 
made in conformity to the unchangeable Moral Law, and to the 
{ecming Pofitive Hint given for it by. our Bleff'd Saviour, Aarzb. 
v. 23, and 24. To acknowledge and glorify God as the Author and 
Giver of all good Things, they being made fcr his Sake, and agrece: 
bly to bis Will, for pious and charitable Ends, That thefe again 
were generally offered at the Holy Table, call’d alfo by the Name 
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of Altar, in Allufion to the Place on which Material Sacrifices were 
offered under the Law: That among other things, Bread and Wine 
more particularly, in large Quantitys, were thus given, which 
therefore were called Gifts, as the a&t of giving them was calPd 
Tporgoes and “eusyat piglet, 1, @ Allation or Oblatior, and thence 
again fometimes Sacrifice in a loofe and general Senfe; and 
this alfo the rather on account of the Place and Masner in which 
they were given, the Place being the Holy Table, and the Man- 
ner with folemn Eucharift, or Bleffing, and faying of Grace, and 
praying over God’s good Creatures, 1. By the People in general, 
and then more particularly by the adminiftring Prictt, they till 
joining with, and faying after him. Again, Thar thefe Oblaticns 
were generally made before the Hcly Communion, and our of the 
Gifts of Bread and Wire fo much is takcn by the Mini@er as 
might futlice tor the ufe of the Holy Suppers and then, and noc 
till then, were the confecrated Bread and Wine called the Body 
and Blood of Chrift, as allo Sacrifice, Holt, &c. So thar thefe things 
being receiv'd with the Spiritual Sacrifice of Proyerand Praif2 for 
the Benefits of Chriit joinily citered by Pritt and People, together 
with the Prefentation or Odlation of themfeives, their Souls an 

Bodies, asa Sacrifice to God, agreeable to Romans xii. 1. and this 
was propesly that evy-apicie Which denominaced the whole Salem- 
nity of the Lord’sSupper as it particularly fignifys returning 
Thanks for our Saviour’s Merit. For this our Author quotes Dr. 
Nicholls in his Commentary on the Book of Common-Prayer at the 
Beginning of the Communion Service, Aledancthon and St. duflin, 
and replys tothe Paffages which the Apclogilt quotes from Fu /tiz 
Martyr, Treneus, and Cyprian y for which we refer to the Book 
it felf, ; 

From all this our Author concludes, that thofe Oblations were 
not look’d upon by the Antients as a true and proper Sacrilice, but 
only as outward Tokens of that inward Charity towards all Men, 
which isa great and neceffiry Qualification for duly pirtaking of 
that Feait of Love, as it was antiently called on this account, as 
it was Eucharift on another; whereas Dr. Hickes, as our Author 
offers to prove by many Quotations from him, would infer, that 
the holy Supper it felf isa tue and proper Sacrifice ; and thar this 
was not the Opinion of the anttent Chrittians, is evident from the 
firft and grand ObjeCtion of the Jews and dicatvens aguntt them, 
That they*had no real Altars nor Material Sacrifices. And this he 
pro res from Fas Martyr, Minaties, Felix Origin,Latantias, Arn bias, 
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éc, and particularly trom Sr. Cyril of Alexandria and Fulian the 
Apoftate. This appears from Sr. Cyril againtt Fulian, lib. 9. p. 306, 
Ed. Luict. where, ia tc Difpute on both Sides, the Chriftian Sa- 
crifice is not fuppofed to be a true material one; for Fu/ian ex- 
poltulates with him thus ; You Chriftians who have found our a new 
Sacrifice, Why don’t yoa offer Sacrifie ? meaning fuch a proper and 
material one as the Fews and Gentiles offered. To which St. G- 
i] replys, ‘eThat God would rather be worfhipped now in Spirit 
and Truth; and fays, That the Chriftians were inftru€ted and 
trained up by the Gofpel Precepts to a Rational and Immaterial 
Worfhip, in Integrity of Life and Averfion to Vice, which is to 
God a Sicrifice ot a fweer-fmelling Savour; and afterwards the 
Fews offered to God, Oxen and Sheep, &c. but we Chriftians 
having laid afide that grofs way of Worfhip, are enjoined a more 
* refined, a more exa€t and decent, intelle€tual and ipiritual Wor- 
thip. This we offer-to God for a fweet-fmelling Savour, all 
‘kinds of Vertue, Faith, Hope, Charity, &c. for this moft abfo- 
lutely void of all Matter, this imple Sacrifice, is what well fuits 
with and becomes the fimple and immaterial God. 
We refer the reft of this to our next. 
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The State of Learning. 





FRANCE. 
it i Me ] E Critique o LA pologifte Sans fard ou charatteres oppofez dans 
woe differens ¢tats & Conditions. Printed at Paris 1711. in 12° 
unt 350 Pages. | 
|) Bay Inflitutiones Philofophice ad Vaciliorem veterum ac recentiorum 
i { ea Philofophorum lettionem comparate, Edit. tertia locupletior, &c. 
i ay, Printed at Lions, 1711. 5 Vol, in 12® The. firft containing 550 
ak Hie, Pages. The 2d 486 Pages. The 3d 528 Pages. The 4th 510 Pages. 
Py and the 5th 403. 
i He Differtations Hiftoriques Chronologiques, ‘Geographiques & Cr i- 
My itiid tiques fur fa Bible, Printed at Paris 1711. in 8° p. 470. 
By Yi ‘ : Bih- 
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Bibliotheque des Auteurs Ecclefinftiques, Supplement contenant les 
privctosax Pomtsde T Hiftoire f’ Eglife, des iv, v, vi, vii, 8 yiti 
Siecies avec une Table Chronologique. Printed at Paris, 1711. in 
S° p. 459. . , 

Meditations tirees de PEcriture Sainte & des Peres pour tous 
les jours & fetes de PaAnréz. Printed at Paris, 711. in 12° 
4 Vol. The rft containing 394 Pages. The 2d 432. The 34 305.The 
4th 347 Pages. 


HOLLAND. 


Henrici Brenkman Furifconfult de Eurematicis, Diatriha five in 
Herenniit Modeftini Librum Singularem Commentarius. Piinted at 
Leyden, 1711. in 12° p, 290. 

Opufcula varia de Latinitate veterum juris confultorum janFin 
edidit & animadverftones adjecit, Car, Andreas Duakerus. Printed 
at Leyden, 1711. in 8° 552 Pages, with the Prefaces and In- 
dexts. 


GERMANY. 


Benedilii Carpsovui 181 Confiliari:, Eleforalis Saxonici Supiemt 
Appellationum Fudicn Drefdenfis F Suprema Cure Bovineial:, Lip. 
fienfis Affefforis, Profefforis Publici, ac Facultatis Faridice in Aca- 
demia Lipfienftordinarn & fcadinatuis Elcitorales Senioris Difpt- 
tationes Hiftorico-Politico-Furidica, aceleberrimo Autore ouondim 
publice babite poftea in unum Volumen colleda, & nunc ad defide- 
rium multorum denuo recufe, Printed at Leipfick, 1710. in Folio 
p. 689. | | 

Petri Lambeccit Hambargenfis Prodromus Hifforie Litterari«, & 
Tabuls duplex Chronographica univerfalis eccedunt in bec editione 
preter Axloris Iter Cellenfe, Alexandri Fiebeti SI arcanam Stu- 
diorum Methodum, atq; ideam locorum communium, nunc primum 
in lucem editus Wilbelmi Langit Catalogus Libro*im MSS Bibliv- 
thece Medice, curante Fo Alberto Fabricio D. et Prof. Pabl. in 
Gymnafio Himbs Printed at Leipfic and Franckforr, itio. in Fol. 
313 Pages in the Effay, 85 in the Journal, and 168 for the seit, 
befides the Tables. 
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SCOTLAND. 





Chema Sacrum, or a Sacred Scheme of Natural Revealed Reli- 
S sion; making a Scriptural———Rational Account of thefe three 
Heads: Asfirft, of Creatior, and that both in its Eternal Caufes and, 
Sorimgs in the DEITY, and in the Wonderful Divine Procedure in 
the S:x Days Work : And fecondly, of the whcle Complex Eterna 
Scheme of Divine Predeftination ; as comprehending the whole great 
Events relative to Angels and Men, withrefpe&t to Time and Eter- 
pity; And zlird/y, of the W2rfe Divine Procedure in Accomplifhing 
the whole Parts of the forefaid Scheme. In Difcourfing of all which 
Heads, the feveral Prizcipal Difficulties, made by the great Pretex- 
ders to Reafon in our Dav; againft the Do€trine of the World’s 


Creation by GOD; The Exernal Decrees of Divine Predeftixation 5 
The Conftinution of Adam as the Moral Head and Reprefentative 
of all his Pofterity ; The D vine Permiffion of the Fall of Man; The 


real and proper Sitisfa&tion of Juftice by the Subftitution and Obe. 


dience of our LORD JESUS CHRIST in the Name ard Room of 


the EleCt: Together with the alledged Unaccountablenefs of the 
Sapernatural, Operations of the HOLY GHOST in the Regeneration 
and Sanctification of the Fle&t of GOD: Are all particularly. confi- 
dered, Cleared and Removed by Anfwers and Arguments, founded 
upon Infallible Scripture.and Solid Reafon. Edinburgh, Printed by 
the Heirs and Succeffh1s of Andrew Anderfon, Printer to the Queens 
molt Excellent Majefty, Azo Dom. MDCCX. : 

Ratio Sacra, oran Appeal unto the Rational World, about the 
Reafonablenefs of Revealed Religion. Containing a Rurional 2s well 
as ScripturalConfutation of the three Grand prevailing Errors of the 
prefent Day, to wit, Atherfm, Deifmand Bourignonifm. In Difcour- 
fing of which, it is made evident, that. Reafon muft either deftroy it 
felf in its genuine Principles and Notions of the Derty, or elfe it muft 
neceffarily acknowledge the two grand founding Principles of Re- 
vealed Religion: to wir Phat God is; again the Atheifts and 
—— That the Scriptures of the Old and New Teftament are indeed 
the Word of this Gods againitthe Deift: Asalfo the grofs Abfurdi- 
ties, Blafphemies and Fooleries of .Bowrignonifin, are particularly 
laid open. Edinburgh, Printed by the Heirsand Succeffors of Andrew 
Anderfon, Printer tothe Queens moft Excellent Majeity, daz Dem. 
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Books publifo'd this Month, znd not Abridg’d, 

Caveatto the Treaters; or, the) cdern Schemes of Partition 
Examin’d, with relation to the S./crv of Europe in general, 
and of Great Britain ard Ireland in particular. dactudtig aa An- 
{wer to feveral lace Pamphlets on th ie Suoject ; with a more pare 
ticular Account of _ the Conferences at G erlruydenberg than ba IS yet 
been publifh’d. Printed for 5. P. opping, at the Raven in Pater- 
nofler-Row. Prices, 

Tae Allies and the Late Miniftry. onion d agiinf France, and 
the prefent Friends of Frarce. Part the Secon, ¢ ntaining a Vin- 
dication of the Barrier-Treaty, and of our A! lisaces with Portugal, 
With a particular Defence of our faithful and god Alllics the 
Dutch, trom the Charges imputed to them in the M:nagement of 
that part of the War. Printed for dA. Baldwia near the Oxrford. 
Arms in Warwick Lare. Pyice 1s, | : 

Tory Paitiality de tetted 5 ora True State of the Pole ind Scru- 
tiny of Broad-fireet W ard, on the RleCtion of an Alderimin int 
room of Sir Fo/epb Worf deceafed ; begun Sept. 13, and comin 
by feveral neceffary and unavoi idable Adjournments to the : 
Odtober following ; Befor e Sir Gilbert Heathcot Ke. late Lord May 
of the City of London. Printed for A. Baldw: a, Price 1s. 

A Modeft Vindication of the Right Honourable Sir Gul. pert Leae! 
cote, Ki. late Lord Mayor of the City of Londsa: plainly prev * 
that the Act pait, For Regulacing the Elelion of Alder “M107, * as, by a 
High Chusch-Tack, fore’d on him, contrary to hiis Inclin ration > and 
feveral fubftanti:l Reafons are brought to prove, a ail fuch Acts. 
Ordinances, or By-Laws (tho pafs din Comm: on-Council) yet are 
they contrary to Magra Charta and the Petition of Right, and cin. 
not bind the Citizens of Londen. Sold ie? J Bake rio Puter-Nofter 
Row. price ga 


\e 


A clear Vie y of the French King’s Bona Fide: or Sacred Reeard 
to his moit Solemn ree ymifes and Oachs in the 7 “gee Pesce : 


namely inthofe of th. Pyrenees, Aix lac hapelle, 


Twenty Years Truce, * dshat of Partition. To which are 2 
the Pre timin aries fettled at the Hague, 1709. And thole done a 
Lenaa. his Prefei ae Year. Sold by F Ba R 7, at the Blage fey Wi 
Pater N. ier rR, | 
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The Worfhip of God Recommended. In a Sermon preached 
before the Univerfity of Oxford, at St Mary’s, April 8, 171% 
With an Epiftle in Defence of the Univerfities, by Thespbilus 
Dorrington, M. A. ReStor of Wittefham in Kent. Oxford, Printed 
at the Theatre, for Edw. Whiftler, and are to be fold by Heary 
Clemens at the Half-Moon, and Richard Wilkin at the King’s-Head 
in St. Paaf's Church yard. 
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